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Notice or Preparation (NOP), Initial Study, and Comments



Notice of Preparation



Los Angeles County
Department of Regional Planning

Planning for the Challenges Ahead

Richard J. Bruckner
Director

NOTICE OF PREPARATION
AND
NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING

DATE: August 15, 2013

PROJECT TITLE: Parcel 44 — Project Number R2013-01647
Environmental Review No. 201300142

PROJECT LOCATION: Parcel 44 is bordered to the north by Bali Way, the east by
Admiralty Way and the south by Mindanao Way. The U-shaped
site wraps partially around Basin G of the Marina del Rey small-
craft harbor. The parcel consists of 8.39 landside acres and 7.18
waterside or submerged acres (15.37 acres total).

PROJECT APPLICANT: Pacific Marina Venture, LLC
13737 Fiji Way, C-10
Marina del Rey, CA 90292

CEQA LEAD AGENCY: County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street, Room 1362
Los Angeles, CA 90012

The County of Los Angeles is the lead agency and will prepare an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the Project identified below. In compliance with Section 15082 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, the County of Los Angeles is sending this Notice
of Preparation (NOP) to each responsible agency, interested parties and federal agencies
involved in approving the Project and to trustee agencies responsible for natural resources
affected by the Project. Within 30 days after receiving the Notice of Preparation, each agency
shall provide the County of Los Angeles with specific details about the scope and content of the
environmental information related to that agency’s area of statutory responsibility.

The purpose of this NOP is to solicit the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the
environmental information germane to your agency’s statutory authority with respect to the
Project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by our agency when considering your
permit or other approval for the Project.

320 West Temple Street = Los Angeles, CA 90012 = 213-974-6411 = Fax: 213-626-0434 = TDD: 213-617-2292



PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Parcel 44 is a U-shaped site that wraps partially around Basin G of the Marina del Rey small-
craft harbor. The parcel consists of a total of 8.39 landside acres and 7.18 waterside
(or submerged) acres. There are seven existing structures on the site totaling 14,724 square
feet. The existing landside structures were developed as office space for boat brokers, a boat
repair shop, and a yacht club currently. The site provides a boaters’ bathroom facility.

PROJECT SUMMARY

The proposed project consists of the demolition of all existing landside structures on Parcel 44
and redevelopment of the landside parcel. (The project does not include redevelopment of the
Parcel 44 anchorage that is located on the waterside portion of the subject parcel. Development
approval for demolition of the existing Parcel 44 anchorage and the subsequent construction of
a new private boat anchorage on the waterside portion of the subject parcel has already been
granted by the California Coastal Commission pursuant to Coastal Development Permit (CDP)
No. 5-11-131; final issuance of this CDP was given by the Coastal Commission staff on June
26, 2012.

The following is a description of the proposed new structures on Parcel 44, which total
approximately 83,778 square feet of building area. Building | (as denoted on the site plan) will
serve as boaters’ bathrooms with an area of 386 square feet. Building Il will serve a Trader
Joe’s (or similar) grocery market of 13,625 square feet. Building Ill (386 square feet) is similar to
Building | and will serve as boaters’ bathrooms. Building IV is a two-story structure. The ground
floor of this building will be occupied entirely by a West Marine (or similar) retail store (25,000
square feet). The second floor of this building will contain marine administrative offices (6,901
square feet), boat brokers’ offices (5,133 square feet), boaters’ bathroom and laundry (542
square feet), additional offices to replace existing office space to be demolished (4,554 square
feet) and a community room/boaters’ lounge (840 square feet). Building V will accommodate
retail space (4,260 square feet) and a restaurant (2,367 square feet). Building VI will contain a
two-story, waterfront-oriented restaurant (8,278 square feet) with a prominent “tower” feature to
serve as an entry foyer to the restaurant, which will be accessible from Admiralty Way and Bali
Way. The first floor of this building will also accommodate commercial retail space (9,270
square feet). Building VII will serve as boaters’ bathrooms with an area of 386 square feet.
Building VIII will accommodate a yacht club (1,150 square feet) and a boat repair shop (700
square feet).

In addition, an open-air boat stacking/rack system is included, allowing outdoor storage of up to
44 boats (stacked 3-boats-high), as are 13 “mast-up”/small sail boat storage spaces (adjacent to
the proposed yacht club/boat repair shop structure). The project proposes 479 on-grade
parking spaces on the subject parcel, of which 284 are standard-dimensioned spaces, 11 are
accessible spaces and 184 are compact parking spaces. Seventy (70) of the parking spaces are
in a tandem configuration. The project also proposes 74 bicycle parking spaces. With the 25
maximum vehicle parking reduction allowed under County Code for the bicycle parking spaces
being provided on-site (County Code allows a reduction of one parking space for every two
bicycle parking spaces provided above the required number, not to exceed five percent of the
total number of spaces otherwise required), the project’s proposed uses require 485 spaces per
Code. (The Applicant will be filing for a Parking Permit to authorize a modest parking reduction
for the project, in order to provide some flexibility regarding parking configuration and numbers
to account for site installation of infrastructure improvements, i.e., transformers, etc., during
construction, and to allow for commercial tandem parking.) The project also includes



development of a waterfront pedestrian promenade along the parcel’s bulkhead and
realignment of the Marvin Braude Bike Path adjacent to the Admiralty Way-fronting waterfront
pedestrian promenade; an interactive water feature is planned for the courtyard space fronting
the promenade at project’'s main entrance on Admiralty Way.

ENTITLEMENT REQUIREMENTS AND DISCRETIONARY APPROVALS

Discretionary approvals required for implementation of the proposed project may include, but
are not limited to, the following:

Certification of an Environmental Impact Report
Approval of a Coastal Development Permit
Approval of a Conditional Use Permit

Approval of a Variance

Approval of a Parking Permit

POTENTIAL PROJECT IMPACTS: Because of the requested entitlement requirements
identified above, and based on the Initial Study determination, an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) is necessary for the proposed project. Based on a preliminary assessment of potential
environmental impacts that may occur as a result of the proposed project (see attached initial
study), the areas of potential environmental impact to be addressed in the Project EIR will
include at least the following:

Potential Hazards

¢ Geology
e Flood
¢ Noise

Potential Impacts to Resources
o Water Quality
Air Quality
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Biota
Visual Qualities

Potential Impacts to Services
e Traffic/Access
e Sewage Disposal
o Fire/Sheriff Services
o Utilities/Other Services

Potential Other Impacts
e General (change in pattern, scale, or character, light and glare)

To provide a complete record of the County’s environmental decision making, environmental
issues that do not rise to the level of significant impacts will be addressed in the EIR in a
separate section entitled “Impacts Found to Be Less Than Significant.”



NOTICE OF PREPARATION REVIEW AND COMMENTS

The review period for the NOP will be from August 19, 2013 to September 19, 2013.

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, your response must be sent at the earliest
possible date, but not later than September 19, 2013. Please direct all written comments to the
following address. In your written response, please include the name of a contact person in
your agency.

Anita Gutierrez, AICP

County of Los Angeles

Department of Regional Planning

320 Temple Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

Telephone: (213) 974-4813

Fax (213) 626-0434

Email: marinaplanner@planning.lacounty.gov

SCOPING MEETING

To assist in local participation, a Scoping Meeting will be held to present the proposed project
and to solicit suggestions from the public and responsible agencies on the content of the Draft
EIR. The Scoping Meeting will be held at Burton Chase Park, Community Room, located at
13650 Mindanao Way, Marina del Rey, CA 90292 on September 10, 2013 from 6pm to 8pm.

REVIEW MATERIALS

The County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning is soliciting input based on your
views and opinions concerning the scope of the EIR for the proposed project. To facilitate your
review, the following materials are attached:

e Los Angeles County Initial Study
e 500-foot Radius Land Use Map
e Site Plan

Additional copies of the notice of Preparation are available for public review on the Department
of Regional Planning website: http://planning.lacounty.gov/ as well as at the following libraries:

Lloyd Taber-Marina del Rey Library Culver City Julian Dixon Library
4533 Admiralty Way 4975 Overland Avenue
Marina del Rey, CA 90292 Culver City, CA 90230

Abbot Kinney Memorial Library
501 S. Venice Boulevard
Venice, CA 90291


mailto:marinaplanner@planning.lacounty.gov
http://planning.lacounty.gov/

Initial Study



Environmental Checklist Form (Initial Study)
County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning

Project title: Parcel 44 Development/ Project No. R2013-01647/ Case No(s). ENV201300142

Lead agency name/address: Los Angeles County, 320 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, CA 91020

Contact Person and phone number: Anita Gutierrez, Special Projects Section, (213) 9744813

Project sponsor’s name/address: Pacific Marina Venture ¢/o Pacific Ocean Management, LLC.
13737 Fiji Way, C10 Marina del Rey, California 90292

Project location: Lease Parcel 44, Marina del Rey, California 90292
APN: 4224 008 901 Thom as Guide: Page 672 B-7 USGS Qunad: Venice (T2S, R15W)

Gross Acreage: 17.41 acres (Total), 8.39 acres (Landside), 7.18 acres (Water)

General plan designation: Marina del Rey Specific Plan

Community /Area wide Plan designation: Marina del Rey Specific Plan

Zoning: Marina del Rey Specific Plan: “Bali Area,” Boat Storage (portion of parcel at corner of

Admiralty Way and Mindinao Way), Marine Commercial (portion adjacent to Admiralty Way),

Visitor-Serving/Convenience Commercial (on mole road portions) and Water with a Waterfront
Overlay.

Description of project:

Parcel 44 is a U-shaped site that wraps partially around Basin G of the Marina del Rey small-craft
harbor. The parcel consists of a total of 8.39 landside acres and 7.18 waterside (or submerged) acres.
There are seven existing structures on the site totaling 14,724 square feet and a paved surface parking
lot with 110 boat parking spaces and 383 vehicle parking spaces. The existing landside structures are
developed as office space for boat brokers, a boat repair shop, and a yacht club currently. The site
provides only a single boaters’ bathroom facility.

The proposed project consists of the demolition of all existing landside structures on Parcel 44 and
redevelopment of the landside parcel. (The redevelopment of the Parcel 44 anchorage that is located
on the waterside portion of the subject parcel is not a part of this project. Development approval for
demolition of the existing Parcel 44 anchorage and the subsequent construction of a new private boat
anchorage on the waterside portion of the subject parcel has already been granted by the California
Coastal Commission pursuant to Coastal Development Permit (CDP) No. 5-11-131; final issuance of
this CDP was given by the Coastal Commission staff on June 26, 2012.)

CC.011812
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The following is a description of the proposed new structures on Parcel 44, which total
approximately 83,778 square feet of building area.

e Building I (as denoted on the site plan) will serve as boaters’ bathrooms with an area of 386 square

feet.
e Building II will serve a “T'rader Joe’s” (or similar) grocery market of 13,625 square feet.
e Building III (386 square feet) is similar to Building I and will serve as boaters’ bathrooms.

e Building IV is a two-story structure. The ground floor of this building will be occupied entirely
by a “West Marine” (or similar) retail store (25,000 square feet). The second floor will contain
offices for boat brokers (5,133 square feet), offices to replace existing offices located on the parcel
(4,554 square feet), marine administrative offices (6,901 square feet), a community room/lounge

(840 square feet) and a boater’s laundry room (542 square feet).
e Building V will accommodate retail space (4,260 square feet) and a restaurant (2,367 square feet).

e Building VI will contain a two-story, waterfront-oriented restaurant (8,278 square feet) with a
prominent “tower” feature to serve as an entry foyer to the restaurant, which will be accessible
from Admiralty Way and Bali Way. The first floor of this building will also accommodate

commercial retail space (9,270 square feet).
e Building VII will serve as boaters’ bathrooms with an area of 386 square feet.

e Building VIII will accommodate the yacht club (1,150 square feet) and a boat repair shop
(700 square feet).

In addition, an open-air boat stacking/rack system will be included on the northwest portion of the
project site along Bali Way, allowing outdoor storage of up to 44 boats (stacked three-boats-high),
along with 13 “mast-up”/small sailboat storage spaces adjacent to the yacht club/boat repair building.

The project proposes 479 on-grade parking spaces on the subject parcel, of which 284 are standard-
dimensioned spaces, 11 are accessible spaces and 184 are compact parking spaces. 70 of the parking
spaces are in a tandem configuration. The project also proposes 74 bicycle parking spaces. County
Code allows a maximum reduction of 25 vehicle parking spaces for this project, given the number of
bicycle parking spaces being provided on-site. With the parking reduction, the project’s proposed
uses require 485 spaces per Code. (Note the Applicant will be filing for a Parking Permit to allow a
modest parking reduction for the project and to allow tandem parking, in order to provide some
flexibility regarding parking configuration and numbers to account for installation of site
infrastructure improvements—i.e., transformers, etc.—during construction.) The project also includes
development of a waterfront pedestrian promenade along the parcel’s bulkhead and realignment of
the Marvin Braude Bike Path to run parallel to the waterfront pedestrian promenade.

Surrounding land uses and setting: The Marina del Rey Hotel is located to the west on the south
side and terminous of Bali Way and a vacant office building as well as Burton Chase Park are located

CC.011812
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to the southwest on Mindanao Way. Office and retail commercial uses are located to the east and
southeast on the east side of Admiralty Way. A public parking lot and boat storage lot (to be
developed into an expansion of Burton Chase Park) are located directly south of the project on the
south side of Mindanao Way. Parcel 44 surrounds Marina Basin “G,” an existing boat anchorage.

Other public agencies whose approval may be required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or
participation agreement):

Public Agency Approval Required
* galzfoM@ Coastal o  Coastal Commission review would only be required in the event
ommssion the County’s Coastal Developm ent Perm it approval for the
project is appealed to the Coastal Com mission; the Coastal
Commission otherwise retains no permitting authority over the
project.
e [.ACO Board of o Forparcel lease extension documentation approval.
Supervisors
e [.ACO Div. of o For Building Permit and related approvals.
Building &Safety
Major projects in the area:
Project/Case No. Description and Status
CDP No.: 5-11-131 Parcels 10, 21, 42/43, 44, 47, 48, 49R, 53, 77, 125, EE and BW /9U: California

Coastal Com mission-approved Coastal Development Perm it for “master”
waterside anchorage redevelopment authorizing demolition of existing
anchorages and construction of new anchorages and facilities appurtenant
thereto on the waterside portions of the above-referenced Marina parcels.

R2010-00669/ Parcels 42 and 43(APN No. 4224-008-900): Site Plan Review for rehabilitation

REN1201000022 of the Marina del Rey Hotel, an existing 154-room hotel, and the dem olition
and subsequent redevelopment of the hotel s private boat anchorage.

R2006-03647/ Parcel T0R (APN No. 4224-003-900): Approved Coastal Developm ent Perm it

CDP200600008 to anthorize the demolition of an existing 13G-unit apartment com plex and the
development of a 400-unit com plex.

R2006-03652/ Parcel 14 (APN No. 4224-003-900): Approved Coastal Developm ent Perm it to

CDP200600009 authorize the dem olition of an existing parking lot and the development of a
126-unit apartment complex.

CDP200600007 Parcel 9U, Northern Portion (APN No. 4224-002-900): Pending Coastal

Development Permit to authorize the construction of a 288-room hotel with a
restaurant and other auxiliary facilities.

R2006-03643/ Parcel 9U, Southern Portion (APN No. 4224-002-900): Coastal Developm ent
CDP200600006 Perm it to anthorize the development of a public wetland and upland park.

CC.011812
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R2007-01480/
CDP200700001

R2006-01510/
CDP200600002 &
CDP 20060003

R2009-00924

R2009-00752
PP201000954

R2008-02340/
CDP200800007

Parcels 55, 56 & W (APN No. 4224-011-901): Pending Coastal Developm ent
Perm it to anthorizge the demolition of Fishern an’s Village and all existing
parking, landscaping, and hardscaping, and the development of a new
mixed-use commercial plaga and multi-story parking structure.

Parcels 147 &21 (APN No. 4224-006-900): Coastal Developm ent Perm it to
authorige the dem olition of all existing landside im provements and the
construction of a 114 unit senior accommodations facility, 5000 square feet of
retail space and other site am enities and facilities; &447-space parking
structure, marine commercial &community park (Parcel 21)

Parcel 145R (APN No. 4224-006-900): (Interior and exterior renov ation of the
existing 132-room Marina International Hotel (Under Construction)

Parcel 64 (APN No. 4224-011-901): Interior and exterior renovation of the
existing 224-unit Villa Venetia apartment complex (Under Construction)

Parcels 52R (APN No. 4224-003-900): Coastal Developm ent Perm it
authoriging a dry stack boat storage facility, with capacity for 345 boats, along
with appurtenant office space and custom er lonnge, 30 m ast up storage spaces,
parking, and a new Sheriff's Department/Lifeguard Boatw right facility.

CC.011812
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Reviewing Agencies: [See CEQA Appendix B to help determine which agencies shounld review your

project]
Responsible Agencies

|X| None

Regional Water Quality
Control Board:
|:| Los Angeles Region
|:| Lahontan Region
|:| Coastal Commission
[ ] Army Corps of Engineers
[ ] City of Culver
[ ] Los Angeles City Bureau of
Sanitation

Trustee Agencies

|X| None

|:| State Dept. of Fish and

Game

|:| State Dept. of Parks and
Recreation

|:| State Lands Commission

[] University of California
(Natural Land and Water
Reserves System)

Special Reviewing Agencies

|:| None

|X| Coastal Commission

|:| Santa Monica Mountains
Conservancy

|:| National Parks

|:| National Forest

[ ] Edwards Air Force Base

|:| Resource Conservation
District of Santa Monica
Mountains Area

|X| Local Native American

Tribe

County Reviewing Agencies

X] DPW:

- Land Development
Division (Grading &
Drainage)

- Geotechnical & Materials
Engineering Division

- Watershed Management
Division (NPDES)

- Traffic and Lighting
Division

- Environmental Programs
Division

- Waterworks Division

- Sewer Maintenance
Division

Regional Significance

|X| None

[ ] SCAG Criteria

[ ] Air Quality

|:| Water Resources

|:| Santa Monica Mtns. Area

X] Fire Department

- Forestry, Environmental
Division

- Planning Division
- Land Development Unit
- Health Hazmat

|X| Sanitation District

|X| Public
Health/Environmental
Health Division: Land Use
Program (OWTS), Drinking
Water Program (Private
Wells), Toxics Epidemiology
Program (Noise)

X Sheriff Department

|X| Parks and Recreation

|:| Subdivision Committee
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project.

|X| Aesthetics |X| Greenhouse Gas Emissions |:| Population/Housing
[] Agriculture/Forest [ ] Hazards/Hazardous Materials [X] Public Services

DX Air Quality DX Hydrology /Water Quality DX Recreation

[X] Biological Resources [ ] Land Use/Planning DX Transportation/Traffic
[ ] Cultural Resources [ ] Mineral Resources X Utilities/Services

[] Energy X Noise X Mandatory Findings
DX Geology /Soils of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Department.)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:

L]
]

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only
the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided
or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further
is required.

Signature (Prepared by) Date

Signature (Approved by) Date
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

0)

)

8)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately
supported by the information sources the Lead Department cites in the parentheses following
each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information
sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the
project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it is
based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site,
cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as
operational impacts.

Once the Lead Department has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant
with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is
substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially
Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

"Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact”
to a "Less Than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level. (Mitigation measures
from Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced.)

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
processes, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. (Szate
CEQAGuidelines § 15063(c)(3)(D).) In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within
the scope of, and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on
the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from
the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the
project.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or
individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion.

The explanation of each issue should identify: the significance threshold, if any, used to evaluate
each question, and; mitigation measures identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than
significance. Sources of thresholds include the County General Plan, other County planning
documents, and County ordinances. Some thresholds are unique to geographical locations.

Climate Change Impacts: When determining whether a project’s impacts are significant, the
analysis should consider, when relevant, the effects of future climate change on: (1) worsening
hazardous conditions that pose risks to the project’s inhabitants and structures (e.g., floods and
wildfires), and (2) worsening the project’s impacts on the environment (e.g., impacts on special
status species and public health).
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1. AESTHETICS

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant ~ Mitigation  Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:| |:| |X| |:|

The Marina del Rey Specific Plan contains view corridor requirements, which state that, where
feasible, a minimum of 20 percent of the water frontage of a site shall be preserved as a view corridor.
The project site faces the water along approximately 1,529 linear feet, consisting of 495 feet along
Mindanao Way, 600 feet along Admiralty Way, and 434 feet along Bali Way. Based on the 20 percent
requirement (which applies when, as here, building heights are kept under 45 feet), the proposed
project would be required to provide view corridors totaling approximately 306 feet within the

project site.1

The proposed project would provide a total of 822 linear feet of view corridor within the project site,
which is well in excess of that required by the Marina del Rey Specific Plan for the project
(i.e., 3006 linear feet). The proposed project would not exceed the height limit allowed in the Marina
del Rey Specific Plan as no structure would be over 45 feet. Therefore, while the proposed project
would increase the intensity of development within the project site, the project would be consistent
with County standards for the preservation and enhancement of scenic marina views. Impacts to
scenic vistas would be less than significant.

b) Be visible from or obstruct views from a regional |:| |:| |E |:|
riding or hiking trail?

The Marvin Braude Bike Path, a Class I Bike Path, crosses the project site southwest of Admiralty
Way.2 New structures within the project site would be visible from this path. However, project
landside development would occur between the bike path and Admiralty way and would thus not
obstruct views of the marina from the path (the proposed realignment of the bike path represents a
significant public safety and Marina water viewshed enhancement for bikers, as the path currently
meanders haphazardly through the parcel’s surface parking area along the parcel’s Admiralty Way
frontage). Class II bike lanes are provided along both Bali Way and Mindanao Way. The proposed
project would be visible by bicyclist traveling along these bike lanes. However, view corridors would
be provided along both streets to allow for views of the marina. As discussed above under threshold
1a, the proposed project would exceed County requirements for view corridors. Impacts would be
less than significant.

County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey Specific Plan, Sec. 22.46.1060

2 County of Los Angeles, Bicycle Master Plan.
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c) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, |:| |:| |X| |:|
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and
historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

The nearest designated state scenic highway is State Route 2 approximately 12 miles northeast of the
project site. State Route 1/Lincoln Boulevard, located approximately 200 feet northeast of the project
site, 1s an eligible state scenic highway. However, views of the project site from State Route 1 are
obscured by intervening development. The project site is not visible from any designated or eligible
state scenic highway, and impacts would therefore be less than significant.

Source: Caltrans, “Officially Designated State Scenic Highways and Historic Parkways,”
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic_highways/index.htm.

d) Substantially degrade the existing visual character |X| |:| |:| |:|
or quality of the site and its surroundings because of

height, bulk, pattern, scale, character, or other

features?

The proposed project would increase development intensity within the project site from
14,274 square feet of existing commercial space to approximately 83,778 square feet of visitor-serving
and marine commercial space, retail and restaurant uses. Proposed improvements will have the
capability of blocking views to the marina. Proposed development would be consistent with the
commercial and boat-related character of surrounding development, and would not be expected to
degrade the site’s existing visual character; however, further analysis on this topic is warranted in the
project EIR. As discussed above under threshold 1a, the proposed project would exceed County
requirements for view corridors. Impacts would be significant without the provision of view
corridors.

e) Create a new source of substantial shadows, light, |X| |:| |:| |:|
or glare which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

The new commercial structures proposed within the project site would increase the amount of
shadow cast within and beyond the project site. The proposed “West Marine” retail building
(Building IV) and the restaurant/retail building oriented to the corner of Bali Way and Admiralty
Way (Building VI) would be the only two-story structures included in the proposed project and
therefore would be the tallest structures within the project site. Shadows cast by structures within
the project site would be cast toward Basin G (west) during morning hours and toward the
Admiralty Way (east) during evening hours. The tall commercial structures northeast of the project
site across Admiralty Way would not be considered sensitive to increased shadow. Since the
structures northeast of the project site are taller than the proposed structures, new shadows cast in
the evening hours would be minimal. The project’s shade and shadow impacts are nonetheless
considered potentially significant, and additional analysis is thus warranted in the project EIR.

New lighting within the project site would potentially increase the amount of light within the
project site and surrounding areas. However, the project site and adjacent parcels currently have
security and safety lighting. Project development would result in an incremental increase in light that
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would not adversely affect nighttime views.

Glare can result from the use of reflective building materials such as metal or glass. While project
development would involve the use of such materials, the project does not proposed to use broad
expanses of reflective building materials that could potentially create a source of glare that could

affect passing motorists. Impacts under this threshold would be less than significant after mitigation
and project design features.
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2. AGRICULTURE / FOREST

In determining whether im pacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies m ay
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evalnation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing im pacts on agriculture and farm land. In
determining whether impacts to forest resonrces, including tim berland, are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information com piled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding
the state’sinventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy
Assessment project; and forest carbon m easurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the
California Air Resources Board.

Less Than
Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant =~ Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or [] [] [] X
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as

shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the

California Resources A gency, to non-agricultural

use?

The project site is not located in an area that is designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of

the California Department of Conservation.3 Further analysis regarding this topic is not required.

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, [] [] [] X
with a designated Agricultural Opportunity Area,
or with a Williamson Act contract?

The project site is located in the County unincorporated community of Marina del Rey, which is
designated as Specific Plan Zone as zoned under the County of Los Angeles. Parcel 44’s land use
designations per the certified Local Coastal Program (LCP) are Marine Commercial, Boat Storage,
Visitor-serving/Convenience-commercial and Water with a Waterfront Overlay Zone designation.?
The project site does not support and is not zoned for, nor is it located near an area that is zoned for
or developed with, forestland or timberland. Therefore, no impacts would occur to agricultural land
uses or conflict with any agricultural zones and further analysis on this topic is not required.

3 California Department of Conservation, Farmland Mapping & Monitoring Program
ftp://ftp.constv.ca.gov/pub/dltp/FMMP /pdf/2010/

4 County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey Specific Plan, Land Use Plan.
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c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause |:| |:| |:| |E
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public

Resources Code § 12220 (g)), timberland (as defined

in Public Resources Code § 4526), or timberland

zoned Timberland Production (as defined in

Government Code § 51104(g))?

The project site is located in the County unincorporated community of Marina del Rey, which is
designated as Specific Plan Zone as zoned under the County of Los Angeles. Parcel 44’s land use
designations per the certified LCP are Marine Commercial, Boat Storage, Visitor-
serving/Convenience-commercial and Water with a Waterfront Overlay Zone designation.® The
project site does not support and is not zoned for, nor is it located near an area that is zoned for or
developed with, forestland or timberland. Therefore, no impacts would occur to agricultural land
uses or conflict with any agricultural zones and further analysis on this topic is not required.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of [] [] [] X
forest land to non-forest use?

The project site is located in the County unincorporated community of Marina del Rey, which is
designated as Specific Plan Zone as zoned under the County of Los Angeles. Parcel 44’s land use
designations per the certified LCP are Marine Commercial, Boat Storage, Visitor-
serving/Convenience-commercial and Water with a Waterfront Overlay Zone designation.® The
project site does not support and is not zoned for, nor is it located near an area that is zoned for or
developed with, forestland or timberland. Therefore, no impacts would occur to agricultural land
uses or conflict with any agricultural zones, and further analysis on this topic is not required.

e) Involve other changes in the existing |:| |:| |:| |X|
environment which, due to their location or nature,

could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-

agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-

forest use?

The project site is located in the County unincorporated community of Marina del Rey, which is
designated as Specific Plan Zone as zoned under the County of Los Angeles. Parcel 44’s land use
designations per the certified LCP are Marine Commercial, Boat Storage, Visitor-
serving/Convenience-commercial and Water with a Waterfront Overlay Zone designation.” The
proposed project site does not contain agricultural farmland nor is it near an area of agricultural
farmland. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not convert farmland to non-
agricultural land. No further analysis on this topic is required.

> County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey Specific Plan, Land Use Plan.

6 County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey Specific Plan, Land Use Plan.

7 County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey Specific Plan, Land Use Plan.
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3. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of X [] [] []
applicable air quality plans of either the South Coast
AQMD (SCAQMD)?

The proposed project falls under the jurisdiction of the SCAQMD. In conjunction with the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), the SCAQMD is responsible for formulating and
implementing air pollution control strategies in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB). The SCAQMD’s
Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) was adopted in 2003 and updated in 2007 to establish a
comprehensive air pollution control program leading to the attainment of California Ambient Air
Quality Standards (CAAQS) and National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) in the SCAB.
The AQMP also addresses the requirements set forth in the California and Federal Clean Air Acts.
Potential impacts on local and regional air quality may exceed SCAQMD thresholds due to
construction and operation of the proposed project. Because construction and operation of the
project may exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds, the air quality emissions from the
proposed project may have a significant impact. Consequently, the proposed project may potentially
increase the frequency or severity of existing air quality violations, cause or contribute to new air
quality violations, delay timely attainment of air quality standards, or the interim emission
reductions specified in the AQMP. Based on the above discussion, the proposed project may
potentially conflict with applicable regional plans or policies adopted by agencies with jurisdiction
over the project. Therefore, the proposed project may not be consistent with the AQMP and could
have a potentially significant impact with respect to this criterion.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute X [] [] []
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

The proposed project is a redevelopment of Parcel 44 located in the community of Marina Del Rey
in unincorporated Los Angeles County. The proposed project would replace 14,724 square feet (sf) of
development consisting of office space, boat repair, and a yacht club with 83,778 sf, to include a
grocery store, retail and restaurant space, a yacht club, offices, a lounge, a boat repair facility and
boat storage uses. The project does not propose the addition of any new dwelling units. The
additional square footage of space as part of the proposed project is not expected to exceed the state’s
criteria for regional significance; however, there is the potential for a significant project impact in this
regard, and additional analysis is thus warranted in the project EIR.
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¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase |X| |:| |:| |:|
of any criteria pollutant for which the project region

is non-attainment under an applicable federal or

state ambient air quality standard (including

releasing emissions which exceed quantitative

thresholds for ozone precursors)?

In 1993, the SCAQMD prepared its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality
Handbook to assist local government agencies and consultants in preparing environmental documents
for projects subject to CEQA. The SCAQMD is in the process of developing an Air Quality
Analysis Guidance Handbook to replace the CEQA Air Quality Handbook. While the Air Quality
Analysis Guidance Handbook is being developed, supplemental information has been adopted by the
SCAQMD. These include revisions to the air quality significance thresholds and a new procedure
referred to as “localized significance thresholds,” which has been added as a significance threshold
under the Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology.8 The applicable portions of the
CEQA Air Qunality Handbook, the Air Quality Analysis Guidance Handbook supplemental
information, and other revised methodologies were used in preparing the air quality analysis for this
section.

Traffic Congestion

The proposed project includes the redevelopment of Parcel 44 with retail and boater-serving land uses
in an existing commercial use corridor bounded by Bali Way to the north, Admiralty Way to the
east, and Mindanao Way to the south, in Marina Del Rey. The proposed project may result in
substantial additional traffic and consequent congestion due to the addition of retail space and other
amenities. Additional analysis is warranted in the Project EIR.

CO Hotspots

Traffic congested roadways and intersections have the potential to generate localized high levels of
carbon monoxide (CO). Localized areas where ambient concentrations exceed the state 1-hour
standard of 20 parts per million (ppm) or the 8-hour standard of 9.0 ppm are termed CO hotspots.
CO is produced in greatest quantities from vehicle combustion and is usually concentrated at or near
ground level because it does not readily disperse into the atmosphere. As a result, potential air quality
impacts to sensitive receptors are assessed through an analysis of localized CO concentrations. The
project would replace 14,724 square feet (sf) of space with 83,778 sf of space which would represent a
substantial expansion of its existing facilities, including new retail, restaurant and commercial space.
As a result, the project would result in a substantial additional number of vehicle trips and would
have the potential to create additional traffic congestion in the vicinity. Therefore, the proposed
project may cause or contribute to CO hotspots and may be potentially significant with respect to
this criterion. Additional analysis is warranted in the Project EIR.

8 South Coast Air Quality Management District, Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodology,
(2008).
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Construction Emissions

Construction activities have the potential to cause short-term impacts with respect to air quality
standards. According to SCAQMD, project emissions are considered to cause a significant impact to
air quality if they would exceed the SCAQMD threshold of significance for the following criteria
pollutants: volatile organic compounds (VOC), nitrogen oxides (NOx), CO, sulfur oxides (SOx),
respirable particulate matter (PM10), and fine particulate matter (PM2.5). The construction emissions
associated with the proposed project will be estimated using the California Emissions Estimator
Model (CalEEMod). CalEEMod is a program that calculates air pollutant emissions from land use
development projects and incorporates factors specific to the Basin and the SCAQMD, such as VOC
content in architectural coating and vehicle fleet mixes.

Site-specific or project-specific data to be used in the CalEEMod model will be provided by the
project Applicant including the estimated construction schedule and information. The existing
project site contains primarily commercial and retail space, including 584 sf of bathrooms, a 7,844 sf
boat brokers’ offices and buildings, a 1,080 sf yacht club, a 1,000 sf boat repair and a 4,216 sf office
building. These existing uses would all be demolished as part of the proposed project. The proposed
project would construct a variety of retail, office, restaurant and marine/boater-serving uses.

Project construction is anticipated to begin in the second quarter 2015 and to be completed by the
end of 2016. Construction is anticipated to occur over a period of approximately 18 months. Project
construction would include demolition, grading, trenching, building construction, architectural
coating, and asphalt paving sub-phases. Due to the type and duration of construction activities,
construction emissions from the proposed project may be potentially significant. The EIR will
discuss this topic in greater detail.

Operational Emissions

Emissions from operation of the project have the potential to cause long-term impacts with respect to
air quality standards. According to SCAQMD, a project’s operational emissions are considered to
cause a significant impact to air quality if they would exceed the SCAQMD threshold of significance
for the following criteria pollutants: VOC, NOx, CO, SOx, PM10, and PM2.5. Operational
emissions would be generated by both mobile and stationary sources as a result of normal day-to-day
activities on the project site after occupation. Mobile emissions would be generated by the motor
vehicles traveling to, from, and within the project site. Stationary emissions, both point source and
area source, would be generated by the consumption of natural gas for space and water heating
devices (including water heater and boilers). Given the size and types of development planned for the
proposed project, operational emissions have the potential to exceed significance thresholds and may
be significant. The EIR will discuss this topic in greater detail.

CC.011812

15/53



Localized Significance Thresholds

The SCAQMD recommends that the potential localized impacts be evaluated on the ambient air
concentrations of NOx, CO, PM10, and PM2.5 due to on-site emissions. The evaluation requires that
anticipated ambient air concentrations, determined using a computer based air quality dispersion
model, be compared to localized significance thresholds. The thresholds for NOx and CO represent
the allowable increase in concentrations above background levels in the vicinity of the project that
would not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) or California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). The threshold for PM10, which
is 10.4 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m’), represents compliance with SCAQMD’s Rule 403
(Fugitive Dust). The threshold for PM2.5, which is also 10.4 pg/m? is intended to constrain
emissions to aid in progress toward attainment of the NAAQS and CAAQS.

The project site is located in Marina Del Rey, which is in SRA 2 (Northwest Los Angeles County
Coastal). The entire project site area including waterside and submerged areas is 17.41 acres.
Although the project site is located in a commercial use area, with few sensitive receptors nearby,
Burton Chase Park is located adjacent to the project site to the southwest. Therefore, the proposed
project has the potential to exceed local significance thresholds and therefore may have a significant
impact. The EIR will discuss this topic in greater detail.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X [] [] []
concentrations?

According to the SCAQMD’s CEQA Air Qunality Handbook, projects that are within the emission
thresholds identified above for construction and operation should be considered less than significant
on a cumulative basis, unless there is other pertinent information to the contrary.® As discussed
previously, emissions associated with construction and operation of the proposed project may
potentially exceed SCAQMD-recommended significance thresholds and may therefore possibly cause
an individually significant impact. Since both construction and operation emissions may exceed the
thresholds of significance, the proposed project may possibly result in a significant cumulative
impact; additional analysis is warranted in the Project EIR.

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial |:| |:| |X| |:|
number of people?

The land uses associated with the proposed project are not expected to cause odor nuisances, dust,
and hazardous emissions. Construction of the project is temporary and is not expected to cause an
odor nuisance. Refuse associated with operation of the proposed project will continue to be disposed
of in accordance with applicable regulations. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a
significant impact on air quality with respect to this criterion.

9 South Coast Air Quality Management District, CEQA Air Quality Handbook, (1993) 9-12.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly X [] [] []
or through habitat modifications, on any species

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status

species in local or regional plans, policies, or

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish

and Game (CDFG) or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

(USFWS)?

The project site is currently occupied by urbanized, commercial-retail land uses and surface parking
lots without any common or sensitive natural habitat areas. There are no landside habitat areas that
may support any federally or state-listed Endangered or Threatened species, such as the least tern that
may occur at Venice Beach or foraging over the marina waters. Since the project site does not have
any natural habitat areas that can be affected by project construction or infrastructure improvements,
the proposed project is not expected to have a substantial adverse effect to a terrestrial species
regulated by the California Department of Fish and Game or the US Fish and Wildlife Service.
However, there is a slight possibility that special-status birds may nest in the landscape trees within
or adjacent to the project site that many affect the breeding success for those species. Therefore, this
topic will be further analyzed in the Project EIR.

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any sensitive |:| |:| |X| |:|
natural communities (e.g., riparian habitat, coastal

sage scrub, oak woodlands, non-jurisdictional

wetlands) identified in local or regional plans,

policies, regulations or by CDFG or USFWS?

The project site is currently occupied by commercial-retail land uses and surface parking lots. The
project site is urbanized and does not contain any natural habitat areas, sensitive or common. The
proposed project is located within the state-designated Coastal Zone but is surrounded on all sides by
urban land uses. The project site is not located within a designated Significant Ecological Area (SEA),
coastal Sensitive Environmental Resource Area (SERA) or Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Area
(ESHA). The closest SEA to the project site is the Ballona Creek SEA, located approximately 1 mile
southeast of the project site. Because the project site is not located within or adjacent to an SEA or
SERA, no impacts would occur from implementation of the proposed project. Impacts associated
with sensitive nesting bird species is addressed in 4a, above. Therefore, no further analysis would be
required on this topic with respect to the project.
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c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally or |:| |:| |X| |:|
state protected wetlands (including, but not limited

to, marshes, vernal pools, coastal wetlands, and

drainages) or waters of the United States, as defined

by § 404 of the federal Clean Water Act or

California Fish & Game code § 1600, et seq. through

direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or

other means?

The project site is currently occupied by urbanized, commercial-retail land uses and surface parking
lots without any common or sensitive natural habitat areas, including wetlands or waters of the
United States. Since the project site does not have any natural terrestrial jurisdictional habitat areas
that can be affected, removed, or filled by construction, fire clearance, or flood related
improvements, there would be no impacts.

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any |E |:| |:| |:|
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species

or with established native resident or migratory

wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native

wildlife nursery sites?

The project site is not adjacent to or located in a wildlife corridor, nor is it adjacent to an open space
linkage. The above discussion regarding impacts associated with redevelopment of the project site to
nesting and roosting birds such as the Great Blue Heron, Black-crowned Night Heron, Double-
crested Cormorant, and the Great Egret conclude that there is the potential for impacts to occur.
Therefore, this topic will be further discussed in the Project EIR.

e) Convert oak woodlands (as defined by the state, [] [] [] X
oak woodlands are oak stands with greater than 10%

canopy cover with oaks at least 5 inch in diameter

measured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade) or

otherwise contain oak or other unique native trees

(junipers, Joshuas, Southern California black

walnut, etc.)?

The project site is currently occupied by urbanized, commercial-retail land uses and surface parking
lots without any natural habitat areas. There are no habitat areas that support oak woodlands and no
native trees occur on the project site. Therefore, no oak resources would be impacted and no further
analysis is required.
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f) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances |E |:| |:| |:|
protecting biological resources, including

Wildflower Reserve Areas (L.A. County Code, Title

12, Ch. 12.36), the Los Angeles County Oak Tree

Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.56,

Part 16), the Significant Ecological Areas (SEAs)

(L.A. County Code, Title 22, § 22.56.215), and

Sensitive Environmental Resource Areas (SERAs5)

(L.A. County Code, Title 22, Ch. 22.44, Part 6)?

The project site is currently occupied by urbanized, commercial-retail land uses and surface parking
lots without any natural habitat areas. There are no habitat areas that support oak resources on the
project site, so the Oak Tree Ordinance would not apply to the proposed project. The project site is
not located in or near a Wildflower Reserve Area or a Significant Ecological Area. Although the
project site is located within the Coastal Zone and special-status birds may potentially nest in the
ornamental trees, a potential impact to nesting birds may occur. Therefore, this topic will be further
discussed in the Project EIR.

g) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted state, |:| |:| |:| |E
regional, or local habitat conservation plan?

The project site is currently occupied by urbanized, commercial-retail land uses and surface parking
lots without any natural habitat areas. There are no habitat areas that support native biological
resources on the project site. The proposed project would not conflict with any adopted state,
regional, or local habitat conservation plan, as none exist in the project vicinity. Therefore, the
proposed project would not conflict with provisions of any habitat conservation plan and no further
analysis is required.
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5. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the |:| |:| |:| |X|
significance of a historical resource as defined in
CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

The project site is not considered a historical site nor does it contain historical structures. The
proposed project site does not contain known historic structures and is not considered a historic site
according to the Office of Historic Preservation.10 Furthermore, the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan
does not identify any known historical structures or sites within the community of Marina Del Rey.
Implementation of the proposed project would not include renovation of a historic structure or
historic site. Therefore, the proposed project would have no impact on historical resources and no
further analysis is required.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the |:| |:| |X| |:|
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5?

The project site is located in an area of Marina del Rey that is currently developed and has been
developed for the past 50 years. The project site does not contain known archaeological resources,
drainage courses, springs, knolls, rock outcroppings, or oak trees that indicate potential
archaeological sensitivity. Demolition and export of underlying soil and debris would take place
during the redevelopment process. The closest area containing known archaeological resources is the
Ballona Creek Watershed area, approximately 1 mile south from the project site, where remnants of
past human activity have been located. Any resources on Marina del Rey land already altered or
designated for development have already been impacted. The proposed project would thus have a less
than significant impact on archaeological resources and no further analysis is required.

10 Office of Historic Preservation, California State Parks, California Historical Resources,
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/listedresources/; Los Angeles County Local Coastal Program, Marina Del Rey
Land Use Plan
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¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique [] [] [] 4
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic

feature, or contain rock formations indicating
potential paleontological resources?

The proposed project site is currently developed with commercial structures and surface parking lots.
As described above, the proposed project site has been urbanized over the past 50 years and the
likelihood of paleontological resources existing under the project site is limited. The proposed project
would involve limited excavation on-site with no unique geologic feature. Additionally, the project
site 1s not adjacent to any unique geologic features. Since the proposed project would not directly or
indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature there would be
no impacts. Further analysis on this topic would not be required.

d) Disturb any human remains, including those |:| |:| |:| |E
interred outside of formal cemeteries?

The project site is not known to contain any human remains. Furthermore, the proposed project
entails minimal excavation and grading as only minor surface grading is proposed. Therefore, the
proposed project would have no impact on human remains and no further analysis is required.
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6. ENERGY

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with Los Angeles County Green [] [] X []
Building Ordinance (L.A. County Code Title 22,

Ch. 22.52, Part 20 and Title 21, § 21.24.440) or

Drought Tolerant Landscaping Ordinance (L.A.

County Code, Title 21, § 21.24.430 and Title 22, Ch.

22.52, Part 21)?

The proposed project would comply with the County Green Building Ordinance and would be
designed in compliance with the County of Los Angeles Green Building Standards. Further, the
project would be developed in compliance with all state and local regulations related to energy
conservation, and would comply with the County’s Drought Tolerant Landscaping Ordinance.
Therefore, project impacts would be less than significant and additional analysis is not required.

b) Involve the inefficient use of energy resources (see |:| |:| |X| |:|
Appendix F of the CEQA Guidelines)?

Project energy use would consist of fuel during the construction of the proposed project and
electricity and fuel during project operation. The commercial development proposed would comply
with applicable state regulations regarding energy efficiency and would not be expected to use
extraordinary amounts of energy or to involve inefficient use of energy resources.ll Therefore,
project impacts would be less than significant and additional analysis is not required.

11 California Energy Commission, 2008 Building Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and
Nonresidential Buildings, 2010.
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7. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No

Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as |:| |:| |X| |:|

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known active fault
trace? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 42.

The project site is not located within a mapped Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.12 The
Marina del Rey Specific Plan, which applies to the proposed project, requires that all projects
within the specific plan area provide a comprehensive geologic and soils analysis to identify and
delineate areas of potential seismic hazard, and to provide adequate mitigation for such hazards.
Since the project site is not identified as an Alquist-Priolo Farthquake Fault Zone, impacts would
be less than significant.

12 California Department of Conservation, “Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones,”
http://www.constv.ca.gov/cgs/rghm /ap/Pages/index.aspx; County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey
Specific Plan, Sec. 22.46.1180.
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ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? |:| |:| |X| |:|

As discussed under threshold 7a(i), above, the project site is not located within a mapped Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone.13 The project site is located in a seismically active region, and
would be subjected to ground shaking during future seismic events. The Charnock Fault and
Overland Fault, which lie respectively 2.75 miles and 5.5 miles to the east of Marina del Rey, are
part of the major Newport-Inglewood Fault Zonel4. The Santa Monica Fault lies about 4.4 miles
from the project sitel>. Furthermore, the Malibu Coast Fault lies approximately 7 miles to the
northwest of Marina del Rey and is considered a potentially active fault. Both of these faults are
capable of producing earthquakes up to a magnitude of 7.0.

The Marina del Rey Specific Plan, which applies to the proposed project, requires that all new
construction use earthquake-resistant construction and engineering practices.. Implementation of
these requirements and seismic safety standards provided in the California Building Code, as
enforced by the County Department of Public Works (DPW), would reduce the potential adverse
effects of seismic ground shaking to less than significant.

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including X [] [] []
liquefaction and lateral spreading?

The proposed project is an urban infill development that would increase the intensity of
development on a currently developed site. The proposed project site is located in an area that has
been designated as a liquefiable area.1® Furthermore, the proposed project is located within an
area having a high groundwater level.17 Site-specific geotechnical studies would be required for
new development under the Marina del Rey Specific Plan and DPW’s geotechnical and seismic
review procedures (see discussion under threshold 7alii], above). Should the geotechnical study
identify any potential for seismic-related ground failure, development in areas subject to such
hazards would be prohibited unless adequate mitigation is identified and implemented. Additional
analysis of potential seismic hazards associated with the project, and mitigation measures intended
to reduce such impacts to a level of insignificance, is warranted in the Project EIR.

13

14

15

16

17

California Department of Conservation, “Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones,”
http://www.constv.ca.gov/cgs/rghm /ap/Pages/index.aspx; County of Los Angeles, Marina del Rey
Specific Plan, Sec. 22.46.1180.

County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning, Marina Del Rey Land Use Plan, February 9,
1996, pg. 10-1.

Group Delta Consultants. Geotechnical Engineering Report, Proposed Commercial and Retail
Development, Marina del Rey — Parcel 44. June 1, 2012.

County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning, County of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety
Element, Plate 4, Liquefaction Susceptibility.

County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning, County of Los Angeles General Plan, Safety
Element, Plate 3, Shallow and Perched Groundwater.
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iv) Landslides? [] ] L] X

The proposed project site is located on land that is topographically flat. There are no hills,
mounds, or mountains located on the proposed project site. Furthermore, the surrounding area
of the project site is topographically flat as well. The proposed project is not located in an area
containing a major landslide; therefore, there would be no impacts, and no further analysis would
be required.

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of |:| |:| |X| |:|
topsoil?

The proposed project site is located on land that is topographically flat. There are no hills, mounds,
or mountains located on the proposed project site. Furthermore, the surrounding area of the project
site is topographically flat. The proposed project is currently developed with a surface parking lot,
and commercial retail structures. An adequate drainage system currently exists on the project site.
Since the project site is currently developed with non-permeable surfaces and would remain so
developed with implementation of the proposed project, the project site would not be subject to high
erosion. Because the proposed project is not located in an area containing easily erodible soil, there
would be no impacts, and no further analysis would be required. Moreover, the applicant will be
required to comply with all applicable National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Service (NPDES)
and low-impact development building requirements affecting site drainage to the satisfaction of LA
County Division of Building & Safety.

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is |X| |:| |:| |:|
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result

of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction

or collapse?

See discussion under threshold 7a(iii), above.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table X [] [] []
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property?

See discussion under threshold 7a(iii), above.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the [] [] [] X
use of onsite wastewater treatment systems where

sewers are not available for the disposal of

wastewater?

No on-site wastewater treatment systems such as septic systems are proposed as part of the project.
Therefore no further consideration of this issue is needed.
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f) Conflict with the Hillside Management Area [] [] [] X
Ordinance (L.A. County Code, Title 22, § 22.56.215)

or hillside design standards in the County General

Plan Conservation and Open Space Element?

The proposed project site is not located in a designated hillside management area. Therefore, no
impact would occur.
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8. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHGs) emissions, |X| |:| |:| |:|
either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Construction of the proposed project would result in one-time emissions of greenhouse gases
(GHGs). These emissions, primarily carbon dioxide (COz), methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N20),
are the result of fuel combustion by construction equipment and motor vehicles. The other primary
GHGs (hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride) are typically associated with
specific industrial sources and are not expected to be emitted by the proposed project. The project’s
GHG emissions were estimated using CalEEMod using the same parameters for criteria pollutants.

The SCAQMD recommends amortizing construction-related GHG emissions over a project’s
lifetime in order to include these emissions as part of a project’s annualized lifetime total emissions,
so that GHG reduction measures will address construction GHG emissions as part of the operational
GHG reduction strategies. The SCAQMD has defined a project lifetime to be a 30-year period. In
accordance with this methodology, the project’s construction GHG emissions have been amortized
over a 30-year period.

At full buildout, the project would result in direct annual emissions of GHGs during project
operation. These emissions, primarily CO2, CH4, and N20, are the result of fuel combustion from
building heating systems and motor vehicles. Building and motor vehicle air conditioning systems
may use hydrofluorocarbons (and hydrochlorofluorocarbons and chlorofluorocarbons to the extent
that they have not been completely phased out at later dates).

The SCAQMD has not yet formally adopted significance thresholds for emissions of GHG.
However, a SCAQMD working group has produced draft guidance that includes proposed
significance thresholds for land use projects. The draft threshold applicable for mixed-use or all land
use projects is 3,000 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents per year (MTCOze/year).

It is generally the case that an individual project is of insufficient magnitude by itself to influence
climate change or result in a substantial contribution to the global GHG inventory.18 GHG impacts
are recognized as exclusively cumulative impacts; there are no non-cumulative GHG emission
impacts from a climate change perspective.1? The proposed project includes a mix of retail and
commercial land uses. As these types of land uses often result in increased traffic and substantial

18 California Air Pollution Control Officers Association, CEQA & Climate Change: Evaluating and
Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Projects Subject to the California Environmental Quality
Act, (2008) 35.

19 CAPCOA, CEQA & Climate Change: Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions, (2008) 35.
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energy use, there is likely to be an associated substantial increase in GHG emissions from the site.
These increased emissions may exceed the SCAQMD draft significance thresholds for GHG
emissions. Therefore, the project may potentially have a significant impact on GHG emissions. The
EIR will discuss this topic in greater detail.

b) Conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or 4 [] [] []
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the

emissions of greenhouse gases?

On January 16, 2007, the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors instructed the Directors of
Regional Planning and Public Works to create a green building program that would incorporate
green building standards into all appropriate industrial, commercial, and residential development
Projects within all unincorporated areas of the County. The green building program was approved
by the Board on November 18, 2008 and became effective on January 1, 2009. However, the green
building program applies to new buildings or first-time tenant improvements greater than or equal to
10,000 square feet. The Green Building Technical Manual20 describes that the program would require
non-residential projects greater than 10,000 to meet certain minimum standards.

The low impact development (LID) ordinance requires the use of LID principles in development
projects. LID encourages site sustainability and smart growth in a manner that respects and preserves
the characteristics of the County’s watersheds, drainage paths, water supplies, and natural resources.
Non-residential projects that alter less than 50 percent of the existing impervious surface must
comply with LID best management practices that promote infiltration and beneficial use of
stormwater runoff for the altered portion. If greater than 50 percent of the existing impervious
surface is altered, the entire site must comply with LID best management practices.

The drought-tolerant landscaping ordinance establishes minimum standards for the design and
installation of landscaping using drought-tolerant and native plants that require minimal use of water.
The requirements ensures that the County conserves water resources by requiring landscaping that is
appropriate to the region’s climate and nature of the use. Projects consisting of new non-residential
buildings or first-time tenant improvements greater than or equal to 10,000 square feet shall use
drought-tolerant plants for at least 75 percent of all landscaping and require that all turf be water-
efficient and limited to 25 percent of all landscaped area not to exceed 5,000 square feet (minimum of
5 feet width for all turf areas).

The proposed project is required to comply with the County of Los Angeles green building, LID,
and drought-tolerant landscaping ordinances. Therefore, the new buildings will be constructed to
exceed Title 24 (2005) by at least 15 percent and meet LEED certification or equivalent. The project
will incorporate features in the project design to ensure that the project reduces GHG emissions
consistent with the County of Los Angeles green building, LID, and drought-tolerant landscaping
ordinances. However, specific project features to be included in the proposed project that will enable
this compliance are not currently available. Consequently, there is the possibility that the proposed
project may conflict with plans to reduce GHG emissions. The EIR will discuss this topic in greater
detail.

20 County of Los Angeles. Draft Green Building Technical Manual. 2011.
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9. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the |:| |:| |X| |:|
environment through the routine transport, storage,
production, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

The development proposed under the project would not require the routine use of acutely hazardous
materials. Typical hazardous materials that would be expected to be used on the project site would
include cleaning products associated with the retail, commercial and restaurant portions of the site
and fuel for boats within the marina. The proposed project does not include provisions for storage of
large quantities of boat fuel on-site. While some hazardous materials would be present within the
project site, the proposed project would not be expected to create a significant hazard related to such
materials. For example, paint, solvents, and cleaners may be used in conjunction with the proposed
boat repair shop; however, any unused paint, solvents, or cleaners would be disposed of in
conformance with applicable regulations and the spent cans recycled. Impacts would thus be less than
significant and additional analysis is not warranted.

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the [] [] X []
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset

and accident conditions involving the release of

hazardous materials or waste into the environment?

The proposed project could use hazardous materials such as paints, cleaning agents, aerosol cans,
landscaping-related chemicals, and common household substances such as bleaches during
construction and renovation activities on the project site, as well as during operation of the uses on
the project site upon buildout. All uses and storage of these materials would be subject to federal,
state, and local laws pertaining to the use, storage, and transportation of these hazardous materials.
Most of the hazardous materials indicated above are allowed to be disposed of at the local Class II and
Class III landfills that serve the proposed project site and community of Marina del Rey. Since the
proposed project would be required to abide by federal, state, and local laws pertaining to the use,
storage, and transportation of these materials, the likelihood of an accidental release occurring and
creating a significant hazard to the public would be minimal. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant. No further analysis is required on this topic.
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¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or |:| |:| |Z| |:|
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of sensitive land uses?

The project site is located within 0.25 mile of sensitive land uses; however, the proposed project
would not include the storage of large quantities of hazardous materials or pressurized tanks.
Consequently, there would be less than significant impacts. Further analysis on this topic is not
required.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of |:| |:| |:| |X|
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would

it create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

The project site is not located on a parcel of land that has been included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.521. The closest site that is
included on a list of hazardous materials sites is located at 4144 Glencoe Avenue, approximately
0.5 mile north of the project site. Since the proposed project site is not located on a site that is listed
as a hazardous materials site, there would be no impacts. Further analysis on this topic would not be
required.

e) For a project located within an airport land use [] [] [] X
plan, or where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project result in a safety hazard

for people residing or working in the project area?

The project site is located approximately 2.2 miles to the northwest of Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX) and approximately 1.9 miles south of the Santa Monica Airport. The project site is
not located within 2 miles of LAX, is not located within the Santa Monica Airport Influence Area,??
is not located in the LAX Airport Influence Area,23 and would not result in a safety hazard for
people in the project area. No impacts would occur and further analysis on this topic would not be
required.

21 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor Database

22 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use
Commission, Santa Monica Airport Influence Area,
http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/aluc_airport-santa-monica.pdf.

23 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Los Angeles County Airport Land Use
Commission, LAX Airport Influence Area, http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/aluc_airport-
lax.pdf.
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f) For a project within the vicinity of a private [] [] [] 4
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard

for people residing or working in the project area?

There are no private airstrips in the project site vicinity and no safety hazard impact would occur.
Further analysis is not required.

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere [] [] [] 4
with, an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

The project site is located in Marina del Rey, which is an unincorporated portion of the County of
Los Angeles. The project site would be subject to the Operational Area Emergency Response Plan
(the OAERP), which is prepared by the Office of Emergency Management.24 Implementation of the
proposed project would not change current evacuation routes from off the project site. Furthermore,
development of the proposed project would not physically interfere with the OAERP. No impacts
would occur and further analysis on this topic is not required.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving fires, because the
project is located:

i) within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity [] [] [] X
Zones (Zone 4)?

The project site is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Therefore, the project
would have no impact on fire safety.

ii) within a high fire hazard area with inadequate |:| |:| |:| |X|
access?

The project site is not located in a high fire hazard zone and there is adequate emergency access. In
addition, a fire lane is a component of the proposed project. Therefore, the project would have no
impact on fire safety.

iii) within an area with inadequate water and |:| |:| |Z| |:|
pressure to meet fire flow standards?

The proposed project will be required to meet all fire safety requirements including the need to
provide adequate fire flow in the event of a fire hazard; adequate fire flows for the project will be a
required to be demonstrated by the applicant prior to issuance of project building permits. There
would be a less than significant impact from the project to fire safety in regard to fire flow.

24 Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, Draft General Plan 2008, Safety Element, pg. 176.
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iv) within proximity to land uses that have the [] [] [] X
potential for dangerous fire hazard?

The project site is not located in proximity to land uses with the potential for dangerous fire hazard.
The project site is surrounded by primarily residential and office commercial land uses. Therefore,
the project would have a less than significant impact with respect to its proximity to land uses that
have the potential for dangerous fire hazard; no further analysis on this topic is warranted.

i) Does the proposed use constitute a potentially [] [] X []
dangerous fire hazard?

The project consists of commercial retail and boater-serving development, the majority of which
would not constitute a potentially dangerous fire hazard. The project plans will be reviewed by Fire
Department staff during the application review process and project design features, if necessary, will
be incorporated into the plans, prior to their approval by the County, to mitigate potential fire
hazards. Therefore, the proposed project will result in less than significant impacts related to a
potentially dangerous fire hazard.
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste |:| |X| |:| |:|
discharge requirements?

Compliance with the County Department of Public Works—administered NPDES/MS4 permit
would ensure that construction runoff does not exceed discharge requirements. A detailed drainage
plan and study will be required to analyze potential runoff from the project site during operation.
These plans will be further discussed in the EIR for the proposed project.

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or [] [] [] X

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to alevel which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

The project site is currently paved and developed with commercial structures and paved parking and
storage areas, and the site, therefore, offers limited opportunities for groundwater recharge. The
project does not propose any extraction of groundwater and therefore the proposed project would
not cause any impacts to groundwater resources or to groundwater recharge. Further analysis on this
topic is not required.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of [] X [] []
the site or area, including through the alteration of

the course of a stream or river, in a manner which

would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or

off-site?

Compliance with the County Department of Public Works—administered NPDES/MS4 permit
would ensure that construction runoff does not exceed discharge requirements. A detailed drainage
plan and study will be required to analyze potential runoff from the project site during operation.
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d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern |:| |Z| |:| |:|
of the site or area, including through the alteration

of the course of a stream or river, or substantially

increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a

manner which would result in flooding on- or off-

site?

The proposed project site contains an existing drainage system that is adequate in terms of capacity
but requires upgrading in regards to modern stormwater management and the County’s Low Impact
Development (LID) Program. For this reason, it is anticipated that drainage patterns and runoff
quantities of the project site would remain substantially the same size as under current conditions,
with the addition of a belt of bio-retentive grasscrete and gravel sub base for proper treatment of
stormwater runoff. Runoff would continue to outlet through the storm drain system after such
treatment. The aforementioned stormwater management improvements would not significantly alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area and would only be introduced to treat and retain
runoff in compliance with the County’s LID Program. The project's conformance with the County's
LID drainage requirements will ensure that site drainage impacts will be mitigated in accordance with
the County's most current standards.

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would |:| |Z| |:| |:|
exceed the capacity of existing or planned

stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial

additional sources of polluted runoff?

The project site is currently developed with commercial structures and paved parking and storage
areas. The proposed project would have the same or less runoff entering the stormwater drainage
system as the current site condition. However, a detailed drainage plan and study will be required to
analyze potential runoff from the project site during operation.

f) Generate construction or post-construction runoff [] X [] []
that would violate applicable stormwater NPDES

permits or otherwise significantly affect surface

water or groundwater quality?

The project site is currently developed with commercial structures and paved parking and storage
areas. Compliance with the County Department of Public Works—administered NPDES/MS4 permit
would ensure that construction runoff does not exceed discharge requirements. A detailed drainage
plan and study will be required to analyze potential runoff from the project site during operation.
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g) Conflict with the Los Angeles County Low |:| |:| |X| |:|
Impact Development Ordinance (L.A. County Code,
Title 12, Ch. 12.84 and Title 22, Ch. 22.52)?

The project site contains an existing drainage system that is adequate in terms of capacity but requires
upgrading in regards to modern stormwater management and the County’s Low Impact
Development (LID) Program. For this reason, it is anticipated that drainage patterns and runoff
quantities of the project site would remain substantially the same size as under current conditions
with a gravel sub base for proper treatment of stormwater runoff. Runoff would continue to outlet
through the storm drain after such treatment. The aforementioned stormwater management
improvements would not alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area and would only be
introduced to treat and retain runoff in compliance with the County’s LID Program. Compliance
with the LID requirements will be achieved through the implementation of the Drainage Concept,
approved by Department of Public Works preceding the issuance of any project grading or building
permits.

h) Result in point or nonpoint source pollutant [] [] [] 4
discharges into State Water Resources Control

Board-designated Areas of Special Biological

Significance?

The Marina basin and, therefore, the project site is not located within an area designated as an Area
of Special Biological Significance (ASBS).2> Therefore, the proposed project would not impact an
ASBS. No further analysis is required.

i) Use onsite wastewater treatment systems in areas |:| |:| |:| |X|
with known geological limitations (e.g. high

groundwater) or in close proximity to surface water

(including, but not limited to, streams, lakes, and

drainage course)?

The proposed project would not provide on-site wastewater treatment facilities. No further study of
this issue would be necessary.

j) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? [] X [] []

The project site is currently an urbanized development with commercial buildings and surface
parking and storage areas. Compliance with the County Department of Public Works—administered
NPDES/MS4 permit would ensure that construction runoff does not exceed discharge requirements.
A detailed drainage plan and study will be required to analyze potential runoff from the project site
during operation.

25 State Water Resources Control Board, State Water Quality Protection Areas of Special Biological Significance,
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/ocean/asbs_areas.shtml
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k) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area |:| |:| |:| |X|
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or

Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard

delineation map, or within a floodway or floodplain?

The project is not located within a floodway, floodplain, or other flood hazard area. Moreover, the
proposed project contains no housing component. Therefore, the project would create no impacts
with respect to this topic area and no further analysis is required.

1) Place structures, which would impede or redirect |:| |:| |:| |E
flood flows, within a 100-year flood hazard area,
floodway, or floodplain?

The project site is not located within a floodway, floodplain, or other flood hazard area and no
structures would be placed within a floodway, floodplain, or other flood hazard area. Therefore, the
project would create no impacts with respect to this topic area and no further analysis is required.

m) Expose people or structures to a significant risk [] [] [] 4
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

The project site is not located within a floodway, floodplain, or other flood hazard area and no
structures would be placed within a floodway, floodplain, or other flood hazard area. Moreover, the
subject property is not located within the flood inundation area of any dam or levee that could
potentially fail. Therefore, the project would create no impacts with respect to this topic area and no
further analysis is required.

n) Place structures in areas subject to inundation by |X| |:| |:| |:|
seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

The proposed project would not be subject to hazards from mudflow or seiche. The proposed project
is located within the Marina del Rey Harbor, along the Southern California coastline. The potential
exists for communities along low-lying areas of the Southern California coastline to experience
flooding due to tsunamis caused by earthquakes or underwater landslides. The maximum expected
run-up of a tsunami in the local area of the project site 1s 9.6 feet in a 100-year interval and 15.3 feet
in a 500-year interval.26 Tsunamis generated from local earthquakes may be larger than distant

earthquakes but are less likely to occur. Potential tsunami hazards will require further evaluation in
the EIR.

26 County of Los Angeles, Department of Regional Planning, Marina del Rey Land Use Plan, February 9,
1996, pg. 104.
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] [] X

The project site is located in an area of Marina del Rey that is highly urbanized. Existing residential
structures, commercial structures, parking lots, and parks are located around the proposed project
site. The proposed project would not divide an established community; therefore, there would be no
impacts. No further analysis on this topic is required.

b) Be inconsistent with the applicable County plans [] [] [] X
for the subject property including, but not limited

to, the General Plan, specific plans, local coastal

plans, area plans, and community /neighborhood

plans?

The project site is designated as “Marine Commercial,” “Visitor-Serving/Convenience Commercial,”
“Boat Storage, with Waterfront Overlay,” and “Water” in the Marina del Rey Specific Plan Land Use
Plan. The proposed redevelopment of the existing commercial structures and storage areas with new
commercial retail and boater-serving services is consistent with the applicable Specific Plan land use
designations and development standards for project site. There would be no impact. No further
analysis on this topic is required.

¢) Be inconsistent with the County zoning ordinance |:| |:| |:| &
as applicable to the subject property?

The proposed project is zoned as Marina del Rey Specific Plan under the Los Angeles County
Zoning Ordinance. Furthermore, the Marina del Rey Land Use Plan designates the project as
“Marine Commercial,” “Visitor-Serving/Convenience Commercial,” “Boat Storage” and “Water”
with the “Waterfront Overlay Zone” designation. Per the controlling Marina del Rey Local Coastal
Program (of which the Specific Plan and LLand Use Plan are a part), the subject property is zoned for
the development of the project’s proposed visitor-serving/convenience commercial, marine
commercial and boat storage uses. As such, the proposed project would not be inconsistent with the
County zoning ordinance as applicable to the subject property. There would be no impact. No
further analysis on this topic is required.
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d) Conflict with Hillside Management criteria, [] [] [] X
Significant Ecological Areas conformance criteria, or
other applicable land use criteria?

The proposed project is not located within an area subject to Hillside Management policies or within
a Significant Ecological Area. Project development would therefore not conflict with policies or
criteria of such programs. There would be no impact. No further analysis on this topic is required.
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12. MINERAL RESOURCES

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known [] [] [] X
mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the state?

The project site is not located within a Mineral Resource Zone as mapped by the County of Los
Angeles.2” The proposed project would not impact a known mineral resource area and no further
analysis is required.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally- [] [] [] X
important mineral resource recovery site delineated

on a local general plan, specific plan or other land

use plan?

The project site is not located within a Mineral Resource Zone as mapped by the County of Los
Angeles. However, the project site is located within an Oil and Gas Resource Zone.28 The project
site is developed with commercial-retail land uses and does not currently contain existing drilling sites
for the recovery of oil and natural gas, nor are any drilling sites located on the project site for the
recovery of oil or natural gas proposed in the future. There would be no impacts to oil and natural
gas resources with implementation of the proposed project. The proposed project would not result in
the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated within the
County of Los Angeles General Plan or the Marina del Rey Specific Plan. No further analysis is
required.

27 County of Los Angeles Draft General Plan, Chapter 6 Conservation and Open Spaces Element, Figure 6.5,
Natural Resource Areas, 2008.

28 County of Los Angeles Draft General Plan, Chapter 6 Conservation and Open Spaces Element, Figure 6.5,
Natural Resource Areas, 2008.
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13. NOISE

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise |X| |:| |:| |:|
levels in excess of standards established in the

County General Plan or noise ordinance (Los

Angeles County Code, Title 12, Chapter 12.08), or

applicable standards of other agencies?

The project site is located in the unincorporated community of Marina del Rey, a highly urbanized
area that is within the Marina del Rey Specific Plan area pursuant to the County of Los Angeles
Zoning Code. Noise monitoring over a 24-hour period will be conducted at three different locations
to measure ambient noise levels for analysis of both construction and operational impacts on nearby
sensitive noise receptors (e.g., Burton Chase Park). This topic will be further analyzed in the EIR.

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive |X| |:| |:| |:|
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

The proposed project is not considered a sensitive use and the closest sensitive use is Burton W.
Chase Park at the end of Mindanao Way. Because pile driving may occur with the construction of
proposed structures, sensitive uses may be exposed to excessive ground vibration and/or
groundborne noise levels. Impacts associated with ground vibration and groundborne noise will be
further analyzed in the EIR.

¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise [] [] X []
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing

without the project, including noise from parking

areas?

The proposed project would increase the intensity of the land uses on the project site when compared
to existing conditions. The project would construct new commercial structures to replace the existing
seven buildings on the site and would result in an increase from 14,724 square feet to approximately
83,778 square feet. The proposed project would not include any new substantial sources of stationary
noise, such as an amplified outdoor sound system. Ambient noise level upon completion of the
redevelopment of the commercial, retail and restaurant use, and surface parking would not be
substantially increased during project operation. The project would result in a less than significant
impact with respect to this topic area and no additional analysis is thus required.

CC.011812

40/53



d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in X [] [] []
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above

levels existing without the project, including noise

from amplified sound systems?

Construction activities would include demolition, grading, building construction, paving, and
potentially pile driving. During demolition and grading activities, equipment such as backhoes, a
grader, a loader, a scraper would be used. Building construction would use a crane and forklift.
Paving activities would use a paver and roller. Off-highway trucks would also be used to transport
materials to the site. The loudest expected noise level that at the nearest sensitive receptors would
experience during the redevelopment phases could be greater than 80 A-weighted decibels (dB(A))
Equivalent Continuous Sound Level (Leq), which is the standard for sensitive land uses. Temporary
noise impacts from construction will be analyzed in the EIR.

e) For a project located within an airport land use |:| |:| |:| |E
plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,

within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport, would the project expose people residing or

working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The project site is not located within the Los Angeles International Airport or Santa Monica Airport
land use plan and would not expose people to excessive noise levels. The project would have no
impact related to airport noise.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private |:| |:| |:| |X|
airstrip, would the project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

The project site is not located adjacent or near a private airstrip and would not expose receptors to
excessive noise levels. The project would have no impact related to noise from a private airstrip. .
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, |:| |:| |X| |:|
either directly (for example, by proposing new

homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,

through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

Infrastructure, such as sewage disposal, roads, water conveyance systems, natural gas lines, and
electrical lines, currently exist and serve the project site. Installation of new infrastructure systems
would not be required with implementation of the proposed project, though some improvements to
the existing infrastructure systems serving the site (e.g., roadways, sewer lines, water lines) may be
required. Given the relatively minor size of the proposed development (net gain of approximately
69,054 sq. ft. of new commercial, retail and restaurant space), the proposed project is not anticipated
to induce substantial direct or indirect population growth within the community of Marina del Rey.
There would be less than significant impacts and further analysis on this topic is not warranted.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, |:| |:| |:| |X|
especially affordable housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No residential development is currently present within the project site and none is proposed for
development under the proposed project. As no housing would be displaced, no further analysis of
this topic is required.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, |:| |:| |:| |X|
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

No residential development is currently present within the project site and none is proposed for
development under the proposed project. As no existing residents would be displaced, no further
analysis of this topic is required.

d) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local [] [] [] X
population projections?

The proposed project is the redevelopment of an existing commercial and boat storage complex. No
residential land use component is proposed. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project
would not exceed official regional or local population projections and there would be no impacts.
Additional analysis on this topic is not required.
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project create capacity or service level
problems, or result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the public
services:

Fire protection? X [] L] []

The project site is located in the urbanized area of Marina del Rey. Best Management Practices
(BMPs) would be standard during demolition and construction of the commercial buildings to ensure
that the threat for fire and the threat of crime (pilferage of the construction equipment) is reduced or
does not occur on the project site. The proposed project would not result in population growth, and
therefore is not expected to substantially affect the ability of existing fire protection resources to
meet established standards for service levels. The nearest County Fire Station (#110), located at 4433
Admiralty Way, to the project site is 0.4 mile away. This topic will be further analyzed in the Project
EIR.

Sheriff protection? X [] [] []

As discussed under threshold 15a, above, the proposed project would not result in population
growth, and therefore is not expected to substantially affect the ability of existing sheriff protection
resources to meet established standards for service levels. The nearest County Sheriff’s Station,
located at 13851 Fiji Way, to the project site is 1.0 mile away. However, further analysis of this issue
will be provided in the Project FIR.

Schools? ] [] [] <

As discussed under threshold 15a, above, the proposed project would not result in population
growth, and therefore would not substantially affect the ability of existing schools to meet
established standards for service levels. No further analysis of this issue is required.

Parks? |:| |:| |:| |X|

As discussed under threshold 15a, above, the proposed project would not result in population
growth, and therefore is not expected to substantially affect the ability of existing recreational
facilities to meet established standards for service levels. No further analysis of this issue is required.

Libraries? |:| |:| |:| &

As discussed under threshold 15a, above, the proposed project would not result in population
growth, and therefore would not substantially affect the ability of existing library resources to meet
established standards for service levels. No further analysis of this issue is required.
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Other public facilities? ] [] [] =

There are no other public services in the project area that would be impacted by the proposed
project.
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16. RECREATION

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing [] [] X []
neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities such that substantial physical

deterioration of the facility would occur or be

accelerated?

The existing commercial structures do not currently include recreational features for visitors. The
Marvin Braude Bike Path, a Class I facility, currently meanders through existing surface parking areas
on the project site southwest of Admiralty Way. As discussed above, the project will relocate this
bike path along the Admiralty Way-fronting bulkhead, which will be a significant improvement to
the existing condition by providing a straight alignment for the bike path along the waterfront. The
project also includes development of an expansive public pedestrian promenade along the parcel’s
bulkhead, whereas the existing developed parcel lacks such a recreational amenity. Further, the
proposed project will include recreational amenities associated with the bike path, including bicycle
parking. As discussed under threshold 15a, above, the proposed project would not result in
population increases and is thus not expected to increase the use of existing recreational resources.
No further analysis of this issue is required.

b) Does the project include neighborhood and [] [] X []
regional parks or other recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of such

facilities which might have an adverse physical effect

on the environment?

The proposed project does not include the development of any neighborhood or regional park
facilities. As discussed above under threshold 16a above, the project includes improvements to the
existing bike path. These improvements are limited to the relocation of the existing bike path and
would not result in an adverse effect on the environment. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant and further analysis on this topic area is not required.
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c) Would the project interfere with regional open |:| |:| |X| |:|
space connectivity?

The Marvin Braude Bike Path, a Class I facility, crosses the project site southwest of Admiralty Way.
However, as discussed under threshold 16a, the improvements would generally be limited to the area
between Admiralty Way and the bike path. The bike path would be maintained on-site; however, the
path’s alignment on the site would be substantially improved as the bike path would be realigned in a
straight line through the site and would no longer meander through the parking lot, thereby
improving safety. Further, the proposed project includes bicycle parking and pedestrian amenities
that would encourage and enhance public use of the subject property. Therefore the proposed project
would not interfere with regional open space connectivity, but, rather, would improve such
connectivity; impacts would be less than significant an additional analysis of this impact area is not
warranted.
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17. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or X [] [] []
policy establishing measures of effectiveness for the

performance of the circulation system, taking into

account all modes of transportation including mass

transit and non-motorized travel and relevant

components of the circulation system, including but

not limited to intersections, streets, highways and

freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass

transit?

The proposed project site is currently served by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro) and Culver Citybus that provides alternative transportation
throughout the community of Marina del Rey and into parts of the Los Angeles Metro Region.
Redevelopment of the existing commercial structures and surface parking and storage areas would
not interfere with alternative transportation service as provided by Metro and Culver Citybus. Since
implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation, there would be no impact. However, a comprehensive traffic
study will be prepared to assess the project’s impacts on the local and sub-regional transportation
circulation systems, identify potential significant impacts to these systems, and assign traffic system
improvements intended to mitigate the project’s significant transportation circulation impacts, if any,
to the extent feasible. As such, additional analysis on this topic will be provided in the Project EIR.

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion X [] [] []
management program (CMP), including, but not

limited to, level of service standards and travel

demand measures, or other standards established by

the CMP for designated roads or highways?

The CMP requires that detailed analyses be conducted for any arterial monitoring intersections
where the proposed project is anticipated to add 50 or more total trips, or for freeway mainline
segments where the proposed project is anticipated to add 150 or more trips (per direction) during
either the weekday AM or PM peak hours. The current CMP (2010) identifies eight arterial
monitoring intersections within approximately 3 miles of the project site. Six of the eight CMP
intersections are located within the City of Los Angeles, while one intersection is located within the
City of Santa Monica and the remaining intersection is located within the City of Culver City. The
CMP arterial monitoring locations are listed below.

e Lincoln Boulevard and Venice Boulevard (Los Angeles)
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e Lincoln Boulevard and the Marina Expressway (SR-90) (Los Angeles)
e Lincoln Boulevard and Manchester Avenue (Los Angeles)

e Lincoln Boulevard and Sepulveda Boulevard (Los Angeles)

e Lincoln Boulevard and Pico Boulevard (Santa Monica)

e Venice Boulevard and Centinela Avenue (Los Angeles)

e Venice Boulevard and Overland Avenue (Culver City)

Manchester Avenue and Sepulveda Boulevard (Los Angeles)

Additionally, the CMP identifies the 1-405 (San Diego) Freeway in the project vicinity (specifically
between La Tijera Boulevard and the I-10 (Santa Monica) Freeway) as a monitored facility. A
complete list of study intersections for detailed analyses of project impacts, including, but not limited
to the CMP arterial monitoring locations noted above, will be determined through consultation with
the Los Angeles County Department of Public Works, Traffic & Lighting Division. A review of the
project’s anticipated traffic travel patterns into, out of, and through the study vicinity indicates that
project traffic will disperse throughout the area roadway network outside the immediate study
vicinity, and that project traffic volume additions to any of the CMP monitoring intersections are
expected to be substantially less than the 50-trip threshold and that project-related traffic additions to
the subject freeway mainline segments will also be less than the 150-trip threshold. However,
additional analysis on this topic will be provided in the Project EIR.

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, |:| |:| |:| |E
including either an increase in traffic levels or a

change in location that results in substantial safety

risks?

The proposed project would not change any air traffic patterns and there would be no impact.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design |X| |:| |:| |:|
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm

equipment)?

A comprehensive traffic study will be prepared to assess the project’s impacts on the roadways and
road intersections in the vicinity of the project site, identify potential significant impacts to these
roadways and road intersections, and assign roadway and intersection improvements intended to
mitigate the project’s significant impacts to analyzed roadways and road intersections, if any, to the
extent feasible. Additional analysis on this topic will be provided in the Project EIR.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? |X| |:| |:| |:|

The proposed project is not anticipated to create a significant impact to emergency access, either on-
site or off-site; however, additional analysis on this topic will be provided in the Project EIR.
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs [] [] X []
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian

facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or

safety of such facilities?

The proposed project will not interfere with existing Bikeway Plan, Pedestrian Plan, Transit
Oriented District development standards in the County General Plan Mobility Element. As noted
above, the Marvin Braude Bike Path, a Class I facility, currently meanders through existing surface
parking areas on the project site southwest of Admiralty Way. The project will relocate this bike
path along the Admiralty Way-fronting bulkhead, which will be a significant improvement to the
existing condition by providing a straight alignment for the bike path along the waterfront. The
proposed project also includes bicycle parking. Therefore, project impacts will be less than
significant.
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18. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the project:

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of |X| |:| |:| |:|
either the Los Angeles or Lahontan Regional W ater
Quality Control Boards?

The increased development intensity within the project site as a result of the proposed project would
increase the amount of wastewater discharged from the site using existing wastewater conveyance
lines and treatment facilities. Additional study of the potential for the project to exceed wastewater
treatment requirements will be provided in the Project EIR.

b) Create water or wastewater system capacity |X| |:| |:| |:|
problems, or result in the construction of new water

or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of

existing facilities, the construction of which could

cause significant environmental effects?

The increased development intensity within the project site as a result of the proposed project would
increase the amount of wastewater discharged from the site using existing wastewater conveyance
lines and treatment facilities. Additional study of the potential for the project to exceed wastewater
treatment capacity will be provided in the Project EIR.

c) Create drainage system capacity problems, or @ |:| |:| |:|
result in the construction of new storm water

drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The project is currently covered with impermeable surfaces such as commercial structures and paved
parking lots. Project compliance with County requirements for LID design features (see discussion
under threshold 10d, above) is expected to result in an increase of permeable surfaces within the
project site, reducing the amount of stormwater exiting the site. This topic will be further analyzed
in the Project EIR.
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d) Have sufficient reliable water supplies available to |X| |:| |:| |:|
serve the project demands from existing

entitlements and resources, considering existing and

projected water demands from other land uses?

The project site is located in a developed area of Marina del Rey that is currently served by an
existing water conveyance system. The increased commercial density proposed for the project site
would result in an increase in water demand at project buildout. Additional study of this topic is
warranted and will be provided in the Project EIR.

e) Create energy utility (electricity, natural gas, X [] [] []
propane) system capacity problems, or result in the

construction of new energy facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

The project site currently receives electricity from the Southern California Edison Company and
natural gas from the Southern California Gas Company. Infrastructure currently exists on the
project site, which conveys an adequate supply of electricity and natural gas to the existing uses on
the project site. Project development will result in an increase of building square footage and
therefore the proposed project would demand more electricity and natural gas that is currently being
demanded under existing conditions. Further analysis on this topic will be provided in the Project
EIR.

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted X [] [] []
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste
disposal needs?

During project demolition, construction, and redevelopment activities, an increase in the amount of
construction debris would occur; however, this increase would be temporary in nature and would be
able to be accommodated by the local solid waste disposal service provided in the community of
Marina del Rey. Furthermore, any debris that would be generated by the proposed project would be
subject to the required diversion rate. Operation of the proposed project could result in a potential
impact to solid waste disposal facilities, and further analysis of this issue will therefore be provided in
the Project EIR.

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and |:| |:| |X| |:|
regulations related to solid waste?

The proposed project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes regulating solid waste.
While the proposed project would result in an increase in solid waste disposal, the proposed project
would comply with solid waste diversion programs for construction and operational solid waste. No
further analysis of this issue is required.
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19. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Less Than

Significant
Potentially Impact with  Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the |X| |:| |:| |:|
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or

wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal

community, substantially reduce the number or

restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or

animal or eliminate important examples of the

major periods of California history or prehistory?

Based on the findings of this initial study, the proposed project is not expected to eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California prehistory. The proposed project would not
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, nor threaten a plant or animal community. Some potential exists for the
proposed project to impact nesting birds such as the Great Blue Heron, Black-crowned Night Heron,
Double-crested Cormorant, and Great Egret, to the extent these species might happen to establish
nests on the site. These topic areas will be further evaluated in the Project EIR.

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve |:| |:| |X| |:|
short-term environmental goals to the disadvantage
of long-term environmental goals?

The proposed project would not disadvantage any long-term environmental goals of Los Angeles
County or those identified in the Marina del Rey 2010 Conservation and Management Plan in an
effort to achieve short-term environmental goals, as both goals are consistent with each other.
Moreover, by incorporating state-of-the-industry water quality protection measures and Green
Building standards (as will be required for the project under the County’s applicable Low-Impact
Development and Green Building ordinances), the project’s short-term environmental protection and
sustainability components will help to fulfill the County’s longer-term environmental protection and
sustainability goals.
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c) Does the project have impacts that are |X| |:| |:| |:|
individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?

("Cumulatively considerable' means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable

when viewed in connection with the effects of past

projects, the effects of other current projects, and

the effects of probable future projects)?

As described throughout this Initial Study, the proposed project would increase the current land use
intensity on the project site. Related projects as specified above would be involved in individual
environmental review to determine the level of significance for impacts pertaining to each of their
individual development. Therefore, cumulative impacts could be significant and the project’s
contribution to cumulative impacts would be cumulatively considerable. Cumulative project impacts
will be analyzed in the EIR.

d) Does the project have environmental effects |E |:| |:| |:|
which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

As described throughout this Initial Study, the proposed project includes the redevelopment of the
existing commercial and marine-related facilities and the associated surface parking lot on the project
site. The proposed project is not anticipated to include construction or operational activities that
would cause a substantial adverse effect on human beings. However, the Project EIR will provide
additional analysis on various environmental impact areas identified for further study in this Initial
Study, to confirm whether any such impacts will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly.
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NOP Comment Letters



NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, JR. GOVERNOR
EPART NSERVATI

DIVISION OF OlL, GAS AND GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES

5816 Corporcie Avenue e Suite 200 e CYPRESS, CALIFORNIA, 90630-4731

PHOME 714 /8166847 e FAX 714 /8166853 o WEBSITE conservalion.ca.gov

September 3, 2013

Ms. Anita Gutierrez, AICP
County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Gutierrez;

NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING FOR PARCEL 44
(PROJECT NUMBER R2013-01647), MARINA DEL REY, LOS ANGELES COUNTY,
CA — SCH# 2013081040

The Department of Conservation’s Division of Qil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources
{Division), Cypress office, has reviewed the above referenced project. Our comments are
as follows.

Your proposed project is located within the administrative boundaries of the Playa del Rey
oil field and Los Angeles County. The closest well to your project is well “Ohio D.R.L. & W.”
2 (037-13801), mapped approximately 800 feet southwest of the project boundary. This
well is located on Division map 120 and in Division records.

The Division is mandated by Section 3106 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) fo
supervise the drilling, operation, maintenance, and plugging and abandonment of wells
for the purpose of preventing: (1) damage to life, health, property, and natural resources;
(2) damage to underground and surface waters suitable for irrigation or domestic use; (3)
loss of oil, gas, or reservoir energy; and (4) damage to oil and gas deposits by infiltrating
water and other causes. Furthermore, the PRC vests in the State Oil and Gas Supervisor
(Supervisor) the authority to regulate the manner of drilling, operation, maintenance, and
abandonment of oil and gas wells so as to conserve, protect, and prevent waste of these
resources, while at the same time encouraging operators toc apply viable methods for the
purpose of increasing the ultimate recovery of oil and gas.

The scope and content of information that is germane to the Division's responsibility are
contained in Section 3000 et seq. of the Public Resources Code (PRC), and
administrative regulations under Title 14, Division 2, Chapter 4 of the California Code of
Regulations.

The Department of Conservation’s mission is to balance today’s needs with tomorrow’s challenges and foster intelligens, sustainable,
and efficient use of California’s energy, land, and mineral resources.
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If any structure is to be located over or in the proximity of a previously plugged and
abandoned well, the well may need to be plugged to current Division specifications.
Section 3208.1 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) authorizes the State Oil and Gas
Supervisor (Supervisor) to order the reabandonment of any previously plugged and
abandoned well when construction of any structure over or in the proximity of the well
could result in a hazard.

An operator must have a bond on file with the Division before certain well operations are
allowed fo begin. The purpose of the bond is {o secure the state against all losses,
charges, and expenses incurred by it to obtain such compliance by the principal named
in the bond. The operator must also designate an agent, residing in the state, to receive
and accept service of all orders, notices, and processes of the Supervisor or any court of
law.

Written approval from the Supervisor is required prior to changing the physical condition
of any well. The operator's notice of intent (notice) to perform any well operation is
reviewed on engineering and geological basis. For new wells and the altering of existing
wells, approval of the proposal depends primarily on the following: protecting all
subsurface hydrocarbons and fresh waters; protection of the environment; using
adequate blowout prevention equipment; and utilizing approved drilling and cementing
techniques.

The Division must be notified fo witness or inspect all operations specified in the approval
of any notice. This includes tests and inspections of blowout-prevention equipment,
reservoir and freshwater protection measures, and well-plugging operations.

The Division recommends that adequate safety measures be taken by the project
manager to prevent people from gaining unauthorized access o oilfield equipment.
Safety shut-down devices on wells and other oilfield equipment must be considered when
appropriate.

If any plugged and abandoned or unrecorded wells are damaged or uncovered during
excavation or grading, remedial plugging operations may be required. [f such damage or
discovery occurs, the Division's Cypress district office must be contacted to obtain
information on the requirements for and approval to perform remedial operations.

Sincerely,

i i{/“"«/{ A% 2 e

Kathleen M. Andrews
Associate Oll & Gas Engineer - Facilities
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Septemnber 13, 2013

Anita Gutierrez, AICP

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street BY:

Los Angeles, CA 90012
RE:  Parcel 44- Notice of Preparation — Environmental impact Report
Dear Ms. Gutierrez:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA] is in receipt of
the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
proposed Parcel 44 development project at the intersection of Admiralty Way and Bali Way
in Marina del Rey {Project Number R2013-01647, Environmental Review No. 201300142).
This letter conveys comments concerning issues that are germane to LACMTA’s statutory
responsibilities in relation to the proposed project as well as issues that may impact
LACMTA’s operations and facilities.

Metro bus lines operate on Admiralty Way, adjacent to the proposed project. One Metro
bus stop on the corner of Admiralty Way and Bali Way is directly adjacent to the proposed
project. The following comments relate to bus operations and the bus stop:

1. Although the project is not expected to result in any long-term impacts on
transit, the developer should be aware of the bus facilities and services that are
present. The existing Metro bus stop must be maintained as part of the final
project.

2. During construction, the stops must be maintained or relocated consistent
with the needs of Metro Bus Operations. Metro Bus Operations Control
Special Events Coordinator should be contacted at 213-922-4632 regarding
construction activities that may Impact Metro bus lines. Other municipal bus
service operators, notably Culver City Bus and LADOT Commuter Express, may
also be impacted and should be included in construction outreach efforts.

Lo

LACMTA encourages the installation of bus shelters, benches and other
amenities that improve the transit rider experience. The County should
consider requesting the installation of such amenities as part of the
redevelopment of the site.

4. Final design of the bus stop and surrounding sidewalk area must be Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA} compliant and allow passengers with disabilities a
clear path of travel to the bus stop from the proposed development.

The Marvin Braude Bike Path that runs through the project site provides bicycle access to
the proposed project and connects with the South Bay Bike Trail and the Ballona Creek



Trail, both major bicycle facilities in the region. In their interest of supporting all modes of
transportation and minimizing congestion across the County, LACMTA commends the
realignment of the bicycle path along the waterfront in the proposed project. LACMTA
would also like to provide the following comments related to bicycle facilities:

1. The design of the proposed bike path should meet the standards in the
Caltrans Highway Design Manual (HDM) and California Manual on Uniform
Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD).

2. During construction, the applicant should provide adequate detours for
bicycles and pedestrians including proper signage and safe alternative routing.

3. LACMTA recommends that the project include secure long term and short
term bicycle parking to meet the needs of the project users and integrate with
the adjacent bike path.

Beyond impacts to Metro facilities and operations, LACMTA must also notify the applicant
of state requirements. A Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA}, with roadway and transit
components, is required under the State of California Congestion Management Program
{CMP) statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the “2010 Congestion
Management Program for Los Angeles County”, Appendix D (attached}. The geographic
area examined in the TIA must include the following, at a minimum:

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on/off-
ramp intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during
either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street traffic).

2. If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections, the study
area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or more
peak hour trips (total of both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must
analyze at least one segment between monitored CMP intersections.

3. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more
trips, in either direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak hour.

4. Caltrans must also be consulted through the NOP process to identify other
specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.

The CMP T1A requirement also contains two separate impact studies covering roadways
and transit, as outlined in Sections D.8.1 — D.9.4. If the TiA identifies no facilities for study
based on the criteria above, no further traffic analysis is required. However, projects must
still consider transit impacts. For all CMP TIA requirements please see the attached
guidelines.



If you have any questions regarding this response, please contact Marie Sullivan at 213-
922-5667 or by email at sullivanma@metro.net.

Sincerely,

Nick Saponara
Development Review Manager, Countywide Planning

Attachment: CMP Appendix D: Guidelines for CMP Transportation Impact Analysis



GUIDELINES FOR CMP TRANSPORTATION
IMPACT ANALYSIS

- APPENDIX

Important Notice to User: This section provides detailed travel statistics for the Los
Angeles area which will be updated on an ongoing basis. Updates will be distributed fo all
local jurisdictions when available. In order to ensure that impact analyses reflect the best
available information, lead agencies may also contact MTA at the time of study initiation.
Please contact MTA siaff to request the most recent release of “Baseline Travel Data for
CMP TTAs.”

D.1  OBJECTIVE OF GUIDELINES

The following guidelines are intended to assist local agencies in evaluating impacts of land
use decisions on the Congestion Management Program (CMP) system, through
preparation of a regional transportation impact analysis (TTA). The following are the basic
objectives of these guidelines:

U Promote consistency in the studies conducted by different jurisdictions, while
maintaining flexibility for the variety of project types which could be affected by these
guidelines.

L3 Establish procedures which can be implemented within existing project review
processes and without ongoing review by MTA.

Provide guidelines which can be implemented immediately, with the full intention of
subsequent review and possible revision.

These guidelines are based on specific requirements of the Congestion Management
Program, and travel data sources available specifically for Los Angeles County. References
are listed in Section D.10 which provide additional information on possible methodologies
and available resources for conducting TTAs.

D.2 GENERAL PROVISIONS

Exhibit D-7 provides the model resolution that local jurisdictions adopted containing CMP
TIA procedures in 1993. TIA requirements should be fulfilled within the existing
environmental review process, extending local traffic impact studies to include impacts to
the regional system. In order to monitor activities affected by these requirements, Notices
of Preparation (NOPs) must be submitted to MTA as a responsible agency. Formal MTA
approval of individual TTAs is not required.

The following sections describe CMP TIA requirements in detail. In general, the
competing objectives of consistency & flexibility have been addressed by specifying
standard, or minimum, requirements and requiring documentation when a TIA varies
from these standards.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Augeles County
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D.3  PROJECTS SUBJECT TO ANALYSIS

In general a CMP TIA is required for all projects required to prepare an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) based on local determination. A TIA is not required if the lead agency
for the EIR finds that traffic is not a significant issue, and does not require local or regional
traffic impact analysis in the EIR. Please refer to Chapter 5 for more detailed information.

CMP TIA guidelines, particularly intersection analyses, are largely geared toward analysis
of projects where land use types and design details are known. Where likely land uses are
not defined (such as where project descriptions are limited to zoning designation and
parcel size with no information on access location), the level of detail in the TIA may be
adjusted accordingly. This may apply, for example, to some redevelopment areas and
citywide general plans, or community level specific plans. In such cases, where project
definition is insufficient for meaningful intersection level of service analysis, CMP arterial
segment analysis may substitute for intersection analysis.

D4 STUDY AREA
The geographic area examined in the TIA must include the following, at 2 minimum:

Ll All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway on- or off-ramp
intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more trips during either the
AM or PM weekday peak hours (of adjacent street traffic).

Ll If CMP arterial segments are being analyzed rather than intersections (see Section D.3),
the study area must include all segments where the proposed project will add 50 or
more peak hour trips (total of both directions). Within the study area, the TIA must
analyze at least one segment between monitored CMP intersections.

} Mainline freeway monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or more frips, in
either direction, during either the AM or PM weekday peak hours.

U Caltrans must also be consulted through the Notice of Preparation (NOP) process to
identify other specific locations to be analyzed on the state highway system.

If the TIA identifies no facilities for study based on these criteria, no further traffic analysis
is required. However, projects must still consider transit impacts (Section D.8.4).

D.5 BACKGROUND TRAFFIC CONDITIONS

The following sections describe the procedures for documenting and estimating
background, or non-project related traffic conditions. Note that for the purpose of a TIA,
these background estimates must include traffic from all sources without regard to the
exemptions specified in CMP statute (e.g., traffic generated by the provision of low and very
low income housing, or frips originating outside Los Angeles County. Refer to Chapter 5,
Section 5.2.3 for a complete list of exempted projects).

D.5.1 Existing Traffic Conditions. Existing traffic volumes and levels of service (LOS) on
the CMP highway system within the study area must be documented. Traffic counts must

2010 Congesiion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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be less than one year old at the time the study is initiated, and collected in accordance with
CMP highway monitoring requirements (see Appendix A). Section D.8.1 describes TIA
LOS calculation requirements in greater detail. Freeway iraffic volume and LOS data
provided by Caltrans is also provided in Appendix A.

D.5.2 Selection of Horizon Year and Background Traffic Growth. Horizon year(s)
selection is left to the lead agency, based on individual characteristics of the project being
analyzed. In general, the horizon year should reflect a realistic estimate of the project
completion date. For large developments phased over several years, review of intermediate
milestones prior to buildout should also be considered.

At a minimum, horizon year background traffic growth estimates must use the generalized
growth factors shown in Exhibit D-1. These growth factors are based on regional modeling
efforts, and estimate the general effect of cumulative development and other sociceconomic
changes on traffic throughout the region. Beyond this minimum, selection among the
various methodologies available to estimate horizon year background traffic in greater
detail is left to the lead agency. Suggested approaches include consultation with the
jurisdiction in which the intersection under study is located, in order to obtain more
detailed traffic estimates based on ongoing development in the vicinity.

D.6 PROPOSED PROJECT TRAFFIC GENERATION

Traffic generation estimates must conform to the procedures of the current edition of Trip
Generation, by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). If an alternative
methodology is used, the basis for this methodology must be fully documented.

Increases in site traffic generation may be reduced for existing land uses to be removed, if
the existing use was operating during the year the traffic counts were collected. Current
traffic generation should be substantiated by actual driveway counts; however, if infeasible,
traffic may be estimated based on a methodology consistent with that used for the proposed
use.

Regional transportation impact analysis also requires consideration of trip lengths. Total
site traffic generation must therefore be divided into work and non-work-related trip
purposes in order to reflect observed trip length differences. Exhibit D-2 provides factors
which indicate trip purpose breakdowns for various land use types.

For lead agencies who also participate in CMP highway monitoring, it is recommended that
any traffic counts on CMP facilities needed to prepare the TIA should be done in the
manner outlined in Chapter 2 and Appendix A. If the TIA traffic counts are taken within
one year of the deadline for submittal of CMP highway monitoring data, the local
jurisdiction would save the cost of having to conduct the traffic counts twice.

D.7 TRIP DISTRIBUTION

For trip distribution by direct/manual assignment, generalized trip distribution factors are
provided in Exhibit D-3, based on regional modeling efforts. These factors indicate
Regional Statistical Area (RSA)-level tripmaking for work and non-work trip purposes.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Log Angeles County
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(These RSAs are illustrated in Exhibit D-4.} For locations where it is difficult to determine
the project site RSA, census tract/RSA correspondence tables are available from MTA.

Exhibit D-5 describes a general approach to applying the preceding factors. Project trip
distribution must be consistent with these trip distribution and purpose factors; the basis
for variation must be documented.

Local agency travel demand models disaggregated from the SCAG regional model are
presumed to conform to this requirement, as long as the trip distribution functions are
consistent with the regional distribution patterns. For retail commercial developments,
alternative trip distribution factors may be appropriate based on the market area for the
specific planned use. Such market area analysis must clearly identify the basis for the trip
distribution pattern expected.

D.8 IMPACT ANALYSIS

CMP Transportation Impact Analyses contain two separate impact studies covering
roadways and transit. Section Nos. D.8.1-D.8.3 cover required roadway analysis while
Section No. D.8.4 covers the required transit impact analysis. Section Nos. D.9.1-D.9.4
define the requirement for discussion and evaluation of alternative mitigation measures.

D.8.1 Intersection Level of Service Analysis. The LA County CMP recognizes that
individual jurisdictions have wide ranging experience with LOS analysis, reflecting the
variety of community characteristics, traffic controls and sireet standards throughout the
county. As a result, the CMP acknowledges the possibility that no single set of
assumptions should be mandated for all TIAs within the county.

However, in order to promote consistency in the TIAs prepared by different jurisdictions,
CMP TIAs must conduct intersection LOS calculations using either of the following
methods:

The Intersection Capacity Utilization (ICU) method as specified for CMP highway
monitoring (see Appendix AJ; or

&l The Critical Movement Analysis (CMA) / Circular 212 method.

Variation from the standard assumptions under either of these methods for circumstances
at particular intersections must be fully documented.

TIAs using the 1985 or 1994 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) operational analysis must
provide converted volume-to-capacity based LOS values, as specified for CMP highway
monitoring in Appendix A.

D.8.2 Arterial Segment Analysis. For TIAs involving arterial segment analysis, volume-to-
capacity ratios must be calculated for each segment and LOS values assigned using the V/
C-LOS equivalency specified for arterial intersections. A capacity of 800 vehicles per hour
per through traffic lane must be used, unless localized conditions necessitate alternative
values to approximate current intersection congestion levels.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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D.8.3 Freeway Segment (Mainline) Analysis. For the purpose of CMP TIAs, a simplified
analysis of freeway impacts is required. This analysis consists of a demand-to-capacity
calculation for the affected segments, and is indicated in Exhibit D-6.

D.8.4 Transit Impact Review. CMP transit analysis requirements are met by completing
and incorporating into an EIR the following transit impact analysis:

U Evidence that affected transit operators received the Notice of Preparation.

A summary of existing transit services in the project area. Include local fixed-route
services within a % mile radius of the project; express bus routes within a 2 mile radius
of the project, and; rail service within a 2 mile radius of the project.

[ Information on trip generation and mode assignment for both AM and PM peak hour
periods as well as for daily periods. Trips assigned to transit will also need to be
calculated for the same peak hour and daily periods. Peak hours are defined as 7:30-
8:30 AM and 4:30-5:30 PM. Both “peak hour” and “daily” refer to average weekdays,
unless special seasonal variations are expected. If expected, seasonal variations should
be described.

Ll Documentation of the assumption and analyses that were used to determine the
number and percent of irips assigned to transit. Trips assigned to transit may be
calculated along the following guidelines:

»  Multiply the total trips generated by 1.4 to convert vehicle trips to person trips;

» For each time period, multiply the result by one of the following factors:
3.5% of Total Person Trips Generated for most cases, except:

10% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center
15% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit center
7% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation
center
9% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP multi-modal transportation
center
5% primarily Residential within 1/4 mile of 2 CMP transit corridor
7% primarily Commercial within 1/4 mile of a CMP transit corridor
0% if no fixed route transit services operate within one mile of the project

To determine whether a project is primarily residential or commercial in nature, please
refer to the CMP land use categories listed and defined in Appendix E, Guidelines for
New Development Activity Tracking and Self Certification. For projects that are only
partially within the above one-quarter mile radius, the base rate (3.5% of total trips
generated) should be applied to all of the project buildings that touch the radius

perimeter.
LI Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated in the development

plan that will encourage public transit use. Include not only the jurisdiction’s TDM
Ordinance measures, but other project specific measures.

2010 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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U Analysis of expected project impacts on current and future transit services and proposed
project mitigation measures, and;

U Selection of final mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the local
jurisdiction/lead agency. Once a mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-
monitors implementation through the existing mitigation monitoring requirements of
CEQA.

D.9 IDENTIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF MITIGATION

D.9.1 Criteria for Determining a Significant Impact. For purposes of the CMP, a
significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand on a CMP
facility by 2% of capacity (V/C = 0.02), causing LOS F (V/C > 1.00); if the facility is already
at LOS F, a significant impact occurs when the proposed project increases traffic demand
on a CMP facility by 2% of capacity (V/C = 0.02). The lead agency may apply a more
stringent criteria if desired.

D.9.2 Identification of Mitigation. Once the project has been determined to cause 2
significant impact, the lead agency must investigate measures which will mitigate the
impact of the project. Mitigation measures proposed must clearly indicate the following:

Ll Cost estimates, indicating the fair share costs to mitigate the impact of the proposed
project. If the improvement from a proposed mitigation measure will exceed the impact
of the project, the TIA must indicate the proportion of total mitigation costs which is
attributable to the project. This fulfills the statutory requirement to exclude the costs of
mitigating inter-regional trips.

Ll Implementation responsibilities. Where the agency responsible for implementing
mitigation is not the lead agency, the TIA must document consultation with the
implementing agency regarding project impacts, mitigation feasibility and
regponsibility.

Final selection of mitigation measures remains at the discretion of the lead agency. The
TIA must, however, provide a summary of impacis and mitigation measures. Once a
mitigation program is selected, the jurisdiction self-monitors implementation through the
mitigation monitoring requirements contained in CEQA.

D.9.3 Project Contribution to Planned Regional Improvements. If the TTA concludes that
project impacts will be mitigated by anticipated regional transportation improvemenits,
such as rail transit or high occupancy vehicle facilities, the TIA must document:

L Any project contribution to the improvement, and

The means by which trips generated at the site will access the regional facility.

D.9.4 Transportation Demand Management (TDM). If the TIA concludes or assumes that
project impacts will be reduced through the implementation of TDM measures, the TIA

must document specific actions to be implemented by the project which substantiate these
conclusions.

2016 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County
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Depariment of Regional Planning
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
320 Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

File: SC.CE.

Diear Ms, Gutierrez:

PARCEL 44 - PROJECT NUMBER R2013-01647 - NOTICE OF PREPARATION EIR

This is in response fo your letter requesting a review of your proposed Marina development of
offices, commercial, and boat storage. The Bureau of Sanitation has conducted a preliminary
evaluation of the potential impacts to the wastewater and stormwater systems for the proposed
project.

WASTEWATER REQUIREMENT

The Bureau of Sanitation, Wastewater Engineering Services Division (WESD) is charged with the
task of evaluating the local sewer conditions and to determine if available wastewater capacity exists
for future developments. The evaluation will determine cumulative sewer impacts and guide the
planning process for any future sewer improvements projects needed to provide future capacity as the
City grows and develops.

Projected Wastewater Discharges for the Proposed Project:

Type Description Average Daily Flow per Type Proposed No. of Average Daily Flow
Description (GPD/UNIT) Units {(GPD)

Proposed
Grocery Market 50 GPD/IG00 SQ.FT 13,625 SQFT 681
Retail 25 GPD/1000 8Q.FT 38,530 SQ.FT 963
Offices 120 GPD/1000 SQ.FT 16,588 SQ.FT 1,991
Laundry 50 GPD/1000 SQ.FT 542 SQ.FT 27
Boaters' Lounge 50 GPD/1000 SQ.FT 840 SQ.FT 42
Restaurant 300 GPD/1000 SQ.FT 10,645 SQ.FT 3,194
Yacht Club 120 GPD/1000 SQ.FT 1,150 SQ.FT 138
Boat Repair Shop 25 GPD/1000 SO.FT 700 SQ.FT 18
Total 7,853

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER

Reoypolblyand g
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SEWER AVAILABILITY

The sewer infrastructure in the vicinity of the proposed project includes two existing sewer systems.
The first sewer system includes an existing 10-inch line on S Ease N/O Admiralty Way. Sewage from
the existing 10-inch line splits into a 21-inch line on Oxford Ave and 30-inch line on Washington
Blvd before joining and discharging into a 42-inch line on Washington Blvd. The second sewer
system includes an existing 8-inch line on Mindanac Way and an existing 8-inch line on Marina Fwy
R/W. Sewage from both existing lines join and feed into a 21-inch line on Marina Fwy before
discharging into a 42-inch line on Jefferson Blvd. Figure 1 shows the details of the sewer system
within the vicinity of the project.

The current approximate flow level (d/D) and the design capacities at d/D of 50% in the sewer system
are as follows:

Pipe Diameter (in) Pipe Location Current Gauging &/D (%) 50% Design Capacity

10 S Base N/O Admiralty Way * 436,084 GPD
21 Oxford Ave 50 1.65 MGD

30 ‘Washington Blvd 33 4.92 MGD
47 Washington Blvd 57 7.3% MGD

8 Mindanao Way * 240,516 GPD

8 Marina Fwy R/W * 240,516 GPD

21 Marina Fwy 36 1.50 MGD
42 Jefferson Blvd 27 9.55 MIGD

* Mo gauging available

Based on the estimated flows, it appears the sewer system might be able to accommodate the total
flow for your proposed project. Further detailed gauging and evaluation will be needed as part of the
permit process to identify a specific sewer connection point. If the public sewer has insufficient
capacity then the developer will be required to build sewer lines fo a point in the sewer system with
sufficient capacity. A final approval for sewer capacity and connection permit will be made at that
time. Ultimately, this sewage flow will be conveyed to the Hyperion Treatment Plant, which has
sufficient capacity for the project.

4

If you have any questions, please call Kwasi Berko of my staff at (323) 342-1562.

STORMWATER REQUIREMENTS

The Bureau of Sanitation, Watershed Protection Division (WPD) is charged with the task of ensuring
the implementation of the Municipal Stormwater Permit requirements within the City of Los
Angeles. We anticipate the following requirements would apply for this project.

POST-CONSTRUCTION MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS

The project requires implementation of stormwater mitigation measures. These requirements are
based on the Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) and the recently adopted Low
Impact Development (LID) requirements. The projects that are subject to SUSMP/LID are required

to incorporate measures to mitigate the impact of stormwater runoff. The requirements are outlined
&
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in the guidance manual titled”Development Best Management Practices Handbook — Part B:
Planning Activities”. Current regulations prioritize infiltration, capture/use, and then biofiltration as
the preferred stormwater control measures. The relevant documents can be found at:
www.lastormwater.org. It is advised that input regarding SUSMP requirements be received in the
early phases of the project from WPD’s plan-checking staff.

GREEN STREETS

The City is developing a Green Street Initiative that will require projects to implement Green Street
clements in the parkway areas between the roadway and sidewalk of the public right-of-away to
capture and retain stormwater and urban runoff to mitigate the impact of stormwater runoff and
other environmental concerns. The goals of the Green Street elements are to improve the water
quality of stormwater runoff, recharge local ground water basins, improve air guality, reduce the
heat island effect of street pavement, enhance pedestrian use of sidewalks, and encourage alternate
means of transportation. The Green Street elements may include infiltration systems, biofiltration
swales, and permeable pavements where stormwater can be easily directed from the sireets into the
parkways and can be implemented in conjunction with the SUSMP/LID requirements.

CONSTRUCTION REQUIREMENTS

The project is required to implement stormwater control measures during its construction phase. All
projects are subject to a set of minimum control measures to lessen the impact of stormwater
pollution. In addition for projects that involve construction during the rainy season that is between
October 1 and April 15, a Wet Weather Erosion Control Plan is required to be prepared. Also
projects that disturb more than one-acre of land are subject to the California General Construction
Stormwater Permit. As part of this requirement a Notice of Intent (NOI) needs to be filed with the
State of California and a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) needs to be prepared. The
SWPPP must be maintained on-site during the duration of construction.

If there are questions regarding the stormwater requirements, please call Kosta Kaporis at (213) 485-
0586, or WPD’s plan-checking counter at (213) 482-7066. WPD’s plan-checking counter can also be
visited at 201 N. Figueroa, 3™ F1, Station 18.

SOLID RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

The City has a standard requirement that applies to all proposed residential developments of four or
more units or where the addition of floor areas is 25 percent or more, and all other development
projects where the addition of floor area is 30 percent or more. Such developments must set aside a
recycling area or room for onsite recycling activities. For more details of this requirement, please
contact Daniel Hackney of the Special Project Division at (213)485-3684.

AlPoosti, Division Manager
Wastewater Engineering Services Division
Bureau of Sanitation
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Attachment: Figure 1 — Sewer Map
C: Kosta Kaporis, BOS

Daniel Hackney, BOS
Zemamu Gebrewold, BOS
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT

1320 NORTH EASTERN AVENUE
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90063-3294

DARYL L. O8SBY
FIRE CHIEF
FORESTER & FIRE WARDEN

September 16, 2013

Anita Gutierrez, Planner
Special Projects Section
Department of Regional Planning
320 West Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Gutierrez;

NOTICE OF PREPARATION, "PARCEL 44 DEVELOPMENT” PROJECT NO. R2013-01647,
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW NO. 201300142, CONSISTS OF THE DEMOLITION OF ALL
EXISTING LANDSIDE STRUCTURES ON PARCEL 44 AND REDEVELOPMENT OF THE
LANDSIDE PARCEL, NORTH BY BALI WAY, EAST BY ADMIRALTY WAY, SOUTH BY
MINDANAO WAY, MARINA DEL REY (FFER #201300133)

The Notice of Preparation has been reviewed by the Planning Division, Land Development Unit,
Forestry Division, and Health Hazardous Materials Division of the County of Los Angeles Fire
Department. The following are their comments:

PLANNING DIVISION:

1. We will reserve our comments for the draft EIR analysis.

LAND DEVELOPMENT UNIT:

1. The development of this project must comply with all applicable code and ordinance
requirements for construction, access, water mains, fire flows and fire hydrants.

2. Every building constructed shall be accessible to Fire Department apparatus by way of access
driveway, with an all-weather access surface of not less than 26 feet in width, clear to the sky.
The access driveway shall be extended fo within 150 feet of all portions of the exterior walls
when measured by an unobstructed route around the exterior of the building.

SERVING THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND THE CITIES OF:

AGOURA HILLS CALABASAS DIAMOND BAR HIDDEN HILLS LA MIRADA MALIBU PORONA SIGNAL HILL

ARTESIA CARSON DUARTE HUNTINGTON PARK LA PUENTE MAYWOOD RANCHO PALOS VERDES SOUTH EL MONTE
AZUSA CERRITOS EL MONTE INDUSTRY LAKEWOOD NORWALK ROLLING HILLS SOUTH GATE
BALDWIN PARK CLAREMONT GARDENA INGLEWOOD LANCASTER PALMDALE ROLLING HILLS ESTATES TEMPLE CITY

BELL COMMERCE GLENDORA IRWINDALE LAWNDALE PALOS VERDES ESTATES ROSEMEAD WALNUT

BELL GARDENS  COVINA HAWANIAN GARDENS LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE LOMITA PARAMOUNT SAN DIMAS WEST HOLLYWOOD
BELLFLOWER CUDAHY HAWTHORNE LA HABRA LYNWOOD PICO RIVERA SANTA CLARITA WESTLAKE VILLAGE

BRADBURY WHITTIER
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Where the proposed building(s) exceeds a height of 35 feet, the on-site access driveway shall
provide a minimum unobstructed width of 28 feet, clear-to-sky. The centerline of the access
driveway shall be located parallel to and within 30 feet of an exterior wall on one side of the
proposed structure.

The proposed improvements to the promenade within the boundary of this project shall be
designed to comply with Section 22.46.1060 Part F as defined in the Marina Del Rey Specific
Plan within Title 22, County of Los Angeles Zoning Code.

Any turns within the fire apparatus access driveway shall not be less than 32 feet measured
from the centerline of the access driveway. A Fire Department approved turnaround area shall
be provided for all driveways exceeding 150 feet in-length.

The development may require fire flows up to 5,000 gallons per minute at 20 pounds per
square inch residual pressure for up to a four-hour duration. Final fire flows will be based on
the size of the buildings and the types of consfruction used. A reduction in the required fire
flow will be allowed if the structure(s) is equipped with an approved automatic fire sprinkler
system, the resulting fire flow cannot be less than 2,000 gallons per minute.

Fire hydrant spacing shall be 300 feet and shall meet the following requirements:

a) No portion of lot frontage shall be more than 200 feet via vehicular access from a public
fire hydrant.

b) No portion of a building shall exceed 400 feet via vehicular access from a properly spaced
fire hydrant.

c) Additional hydrants will be required if the hydrant spacing exceeds specified distances.

Specific fire and life safety requirements for each proposed building will be addressed during
the architectural plan review by the Fire Department prior to building permit issuance. There
may be additional requirements during this time.

The County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Land Development Unit, appreciates the
opportunity to comment on this project. Should any questions arise, please contact Juan
Padilla, at (323) 890-4243 or Juan.Padilla@fire.lacounty.gov.

FORESTRY DIVISION — OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS:

1.

The statutory responsibilities of the County of Los Angeles Fire Department, Forestry Division
include erosion control, watershed management, rare and endangered species, vegetation,
fuel modification for Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones or Fire Zone 4, archeological and
cultural resources, and the County Oak Tree Ordinance. Potential impacts in these areas
should be addressed.
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HEALTH HAZARDOUS MATERIALS DIVISION:

1. The Health Hazardous Materials Division has no objection to the proposed project.

If you have any additional questions, please contact this office at (323) 890-4330.

Very truly yours,

£ F
hned )

FRANK VIDALES, CHIEF, FORESTRY DIVISION
PREVENTION SERVICES BUREAU

FVi



South Coast o
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4178

{909) 396-2000 ¢ www.agmd.gov

September 12, 2013

Anita Gutierrez, AICP

County of Los Angeles
Department of Regional Planning
320 Temple Street

L.os Angeles, CA 90012

Notice of Preparation of a CEQA Document for the
Parcel 44 — Project Number B2013-01647, Environmental Review No. 201300142

The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) staff appreciates the opportunity to comment on the
above-mentioned document. The SCAQMD staff’s comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential
air quality impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft CEQA document. Please send the
SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. Note that copies of the Draft EIR that are submitted to the
State Clearinghouse are not forwarded to the SCAQMD. Please forward a copy of the Draft EIR directly to SCAQMD
at the address in our letterhead. In addition, please send with the draft EIR all appendices or techrical documents
related fo the air guality and greenhouse gas analyses and electronic versions of all air quality modeling and
health risk assessment files. These include original emission caleulation spreadsheets and modeling files (pot
Adobe PDF files). Without all files and supperting air quality documentation, the SCAQMD will be unable to
complete its review of the air quality analysis in a timely manner. Any delays in providing all supporting air
guality documentation will reguire additional time for review beyond the end of the comment period.

Alr Quality Analysis

The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use this Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD’s Subscription Services Department by calling (9095 396-3720. More recent guidance developed since this
Handbook was published is also available on SCAQMD’s website here: www.agmd.gov/cega‘hdbk.himl. SCAQMD
staff also recommends that the lead agency use the CalEEMod land use emissions software. This software has recently
been updated to incorporate up-to-date state and locally approved emission factors and methodologies for estimating
pollutant emissions from typical land use development. CalEEMod is the only software model maintained by the
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) and replaces the now outdated URBEMIS. This
model is available free of charge at: www.caleemod.com.

The Lead Agency should identify any potential adverse air quality impacts that could oceur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
{e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers}, area sources {e.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.

The SCAQMD has also developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD staff requests
that the lead agency quantify criteria pollutant emissions and compare the results to the recommended regional
significance thresholds found here: http://fwww.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/signthres.pdf. In addition to analyzing
regional air quality impacts, the SCAQMD staff recommends calculating localized air quality impacts and comparing
the results to localized significance thresholds (L8Ts). LST's can be used in addition to the recommended regional
significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA document. Therefore,
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when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead agency perform a
localized analysis by either using the L8Ts developed by the SCAQMD or performing dispersion modeling as
necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at:
hitp://www.agmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/LST/L ST html.

In the event that the proposed project generates or atiracts vehicular frips, especially heavy-duty diesel-fueled vehicles,
it is recommended that the lead agency perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for performing a
mobile source health risk assessment (“Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile
Source Diesel Idiing Emissions for CEQA 4ir Quality Analysis”™) can be found at;
http:/fwww.agmd.gov/ceqashandbook/mobile toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air contaminant
impacts due to the use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should also be included.

in addition, guidance on siting incompatible land uses (such as placing homes near freeways) can be found in the
California Air Resources Board’s Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Perspective, which can be
found at the following internet address: hitp:.//www.arb.ca. govich/handbook.pdf. CARB’s Land Use Handbook is a
general reference guide for evaluating and reducing air pollution impacts associated with new projects that go through
the land use decision-making process.

Mitication Measures
in the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation to
minimize or eliminate these impacts. Pursuant fo state CEQA Guidelines §15126.4 (a)(1)(D), any impacts resulting
from mitigation measures must also be discussed. Several resources are available to assist the Lead Agency with
identifying possible mitigation measures for the project, including:
e Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook
e SCAQMD’s CEQA web pages at: www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/mitigation/MM _intro.htm!
e CAPCOA’s Quantifying Greenhouse Gos Mitigation Measures available here:
httpy/fwww.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/1 1/CAPCOA-Cuantification-Report-9-14-Final pdf.
e  SCAQMD’s Rule 403 — Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook for controlling construction-related
emissions
¢  Other measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD’s Guidance
Document for Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be
found at the following internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/prdas/agguide/agguide. html.

Data Sources

SCAQMD rules and relevant air guality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD’s Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD’s webpage (http://www.agmd.gov).

The SCAQMD staff is available to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project emissions are accurately
evaluated and mitigated where feasible. H you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at
imacmillan@aamd.oov or call me at (909) 396-3244.

Sincerely,

SV

fan MacMillan
Program Supervisor, CEQA Inter-Governmental Review
Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources

LACI130820-02
Control Number
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CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

Page 1 of 25

Parcel 44 Update
South Coast AQMD Air District, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

Regional Shopping Center . 38.80 . 1000sqft ! 0.89 ! 38,800.00 0
T  supermarket T Tse0 T Y T T  Tnoosit 1 os1x 0 13e00.00 1 o T
T Quality Restaurant T e T T  Tnoosqit 1028 : egoooo 1 o T
"""" General Office Buiding = 1660 +  "1000sgt 1 038  : 1660000 | o
7777 Automobile Care Center T e T T T noosgt - oo2: 0  T70000 1T o T
.............................. . I + : fmmmmmmmmmama-.

Racquet Club . 2.00 . 1000sqft ! 0.05 ! 2,000.00 0

1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 31
Climate Zone 11 Operational Year 2017
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 630.89 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 2 of 25 Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

Project Characteristics -
Land Use -

Construction Phase - Demo: 1/23/15-2/20/15
Grading: 2/21/15-4/19/15

Const: 4/20/15-8/23/16

Paving: 4/20/15-5/14/15

Coating: 7/5/16-8/23/16

Demolition -

Vehicle Trips - Trip rates for the auto care (sub for boat repair), quality rest and raquet club (sub for yacht club/lounge) modified per traffic report.
Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Assume watering 3x per day per SCAQMD.

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -



CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

Page 3 of 25

Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tblConstructionPhase

tbIVehicleTrips

NumDays

10.00

200.00

20.00

4.00

10.00

7/3/2015

4/17/2015

9/19/2016

5/15/2015

8/24/2016

15.00

2014

62.00

20.87

94.36

62.00

26.73

72.16

62.00

32.93

89.95

2.0 Emissions Summary




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 4 of 25 Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2015 53117 ' 37.6629 ! 284522 ' 0.0438 ' 46458 ! 24032 ' 58433 ' 25107 ! 22799 ' 36125 0.0000 :4,217.44814,217.448 1 09082 ' 0.0000 !4,236.521
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 8 1 1] 1] 1 8
----------- H R : ey : ey : B LT LT ——— : e S LT
2016 = 564319 ! 242080 ! 19.9660 ! 00323 ' 04389 ! 15837 @ 20227 ' 01180 ! 15339 ! 16519 0.0000 :2,992.45512,992.455 ¢ 0.5046 ' 0.0000 ! 3,003.053
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 6 1 6 1] 1] 1
Total 61.7436 | 61.8709 | 48.4182 | 0.0761 5.0847 3.9869 7.8660 | 2.6287 3.8138 5.2644 0.0000 | 7,209.904 | 7,209.904 | 1.4129 0.0000 | 7,239.574
3 3 8
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2015 5.3117 1 37.6629 ! 284522 + 00438 ! 18664 ! 24032 : 30640 ' 09936 ! 22799 : 24216 0.0000 :4217.44814,217.448 1 09082 ! 0.0000 ! 4,236.521
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 8 1 8 [} [} L} 8
----------- n ———————n : ey : ey : ——— e e e ———— : fm = = e
2016 » 564319 1 24.2080 ' 19.9660 ! 00323 : 04389 ! 15837 1 20227 @ 01180 ! 15339 ! 16519 0.0000 :2992.45512,992.455 1 05046 ! 0.0000 ! 3,003.053
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 6 1 6 [} [} L} O
- 1
Total 61.7436 | 61.8709 | 48.4182 | o0.0761 2.3053 3.9869 5.0866 1.1116 3.8138 4.0735 0.0000 | 7,209.904 | 7,209.904 | 1.4129 0.0000 | 7,239.574
3 3 8
ROG NOXx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 54.66 0.00 35.33 57.71 0.00 22.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2 Page 5 of 25 Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 [ Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 21346 1+ 8.0000e- ' 8.4900e- + 0.0000 * 1 3.0000e- * 3.0000e- ! 1 3.0000e- ' 3.0000e- + 00179 1 0.0179 1 5.0000e- 1 0.0189
- V005 , 003 : V005 | 005 | \ 005 . 005 . : V005 | '
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 —— e e 1 1 1 _____.:________
Energy = 00860 ! 07822 ! 06571 ! 4.6900e- ! ' 0.0595 1 0.0595 1 ' 00595 * 0.0595 ' 938.6650 1 938.6650 + 0.0180 + 0.0172 ' 944.3775
- . ' v 003 . : . : . . : . . :
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
Mobile = 135854 1 27.8848 ! 119.5635 1 0.2635 ! 17.2093 ! 03806 ! 17.5899 ' 45982 ! 03503 ! 4.9486 122,417.90 1 22,417.90 ' 0.8870 ! 122,436.53
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 48 1 48 1] 1] 1 23
Total 15.8060 | 28.6671 | 120.2291 | 0.2682 | 17.2003 | 0.4401 | 17.6494 | 45982 0.4098 5.0080 23,356.58 | 23,356.58 | 0.9051 0.0172 | 23,380.92
76 76 88
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 21346 1+ 8.0000e- ' 8.4900e- + 0.0000 * ' 3.0000e- * 3.0000e- ! ' 3.0000e- * 3.0000e- + 00179 1 0.0179 + 5.0000e- '+ 0.0189
- . 005 , 003 : i 005 , 005 . \ 005 . 005 . : v 005 | .
----------- H ey : f———————— : f———————— : ——— e e ———— : fm = e
Energy » 00860 ' 07822 ' 06571 ! 4.6900e- ! ' 00595 ' 00595 ! 100595 ' 0.0595 1 938.6650 1 938.6650 ! 0.0180 ! 0.0172 ' 944.3775
L 1] 1] 1 1] 003 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- H R : f———————ny : ey : ——— e e ———— : e ———— e e
Mobile » 135854 1 27.8848 ' 1195635 + 02635 1 17.2093 ' 0.3806 @ 17.5899 ' 45982 ! 0.3503 ! 4.9486 122,417,901 22,417.90 1 0.8870 1122,436.53
- . ' . . ' . . ' . V48, 48 . 23
- 1
Total 15.8060 | 28.6671 | 120.22901 | 0.2682 | 17.2093 | 0.4401 | 17.6494 | 4.5982 0.4098 5.0080 23,356.58 | 23,356.58 | 0.9051 0.0172 [ 23,380.92
76 76 88
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ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition 11/23/2015 12/20/2015 ! 5! 21
2 T fGrading T i Gmaing T haons E271572'0'1%""'"E"""'%’E""""'"'XE{E' I
3 FBuilding Construction | +Building Construction | 14/20/2015 E572'372'0'1%""'"E"""'%’E""""'"éé"z';' I
4 avng T  iRaing T T ajoions E5712172'0'1%""'"E"""'%’E""""'"'Ié'i’ I
T Rrehiecural Contng T Freitecural Coating Simote T anssots : SerTTTTTTT e

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 1.5

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 122,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 40,800 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Architectural Coating *Air Compressors ! 1 6.00: 78 0.48
Paving 7 :-C-e-m-e-n-t and Mortar Mixers T 6.00 g 0.56
pemoliion Concrete/indusirial Saws T 8.00 BTN 0.73
Building Construction :'caleBIeFa'tar'éét; """""""" T 8.00 Ba TN 0.74
Building Construction :'c'rér?e's """"""""""" T 6.00 Soer T 0.29
Building Construction Sordine T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 6.00 Bor TN 0.20
Paving 7 :'p;&ér's """"""""""" T 6. 65§ 155 T 0.42
Paving 7 :'Rlaﬂér's """"""""""" T 7. 65§ B0t T 0.38
pemoliion FRubber Tred Dozers T T 8.00 S55i T 0.40
Gradng 777 FRubber Tred Dozers T T 6.00 S55i T 0.40
Building Construction :-TFe;c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" T 6.00 g7 0.37
pemoliion :-TFe;c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" e 8.00 g7 0.37
Gradng 777 :-TFe;c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" T 7.00 g7 0.37
Paving 7 :-TFe;c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" T 8.00 g7 0.37
Gradng 777 :'e'r;&e'r; """"""""""" T 6. 65§ AT 0.41
Paving 7 :%;Q.'n;'éq'u'lﬁn'qéﬁt """"""" T 8.00 1500 T 0.36
Building Construction FWeiders 3t 500+ A 0.45
Trips and VMT
Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Demolition . 51 13.00" 0.00 67.00" 14.701 6.90! 20.00!LD_Mix THDT_Mix  |HHDT
Grading 3?'"""566?' T 000! 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix THDT Mix EI-II:H-D:I' """
Building Construction + 7:%"""2'7'.66 T Y 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix THDT Mix -E-I:II;I-D:I' """
Paving sr"""l'eiac') Y R 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix DT Mix -E-I:II;I-D:I' """
Architectural Coating + i 5.00; 0.00° 500+ 1470 6.90§ 20.00'LD_Mix ot Mk T
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3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
Clean Paved Roads
3.2 Demolition - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co s02 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitive | Exhaust | Pm25 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalCO2| CH4 N20 coze
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 06902 ' 00000 ' 06902 ! 01045 ! 00000 ' 0.1045 ' ' 0.0000 ! ' ' 0.0000
- S o : o o : N DU . o : s
Off-Road = 3.0666 ' 29.6778 ! 22.0566 ! 0.0245 ! ' 18651 ! 1.8651 ! 117469 1 17469 12)509.059 1 2,509.059 ! 0.6357 12,522,410
- ' ' ' : : ' : ' : 9 9 : V4
Total 3.0666 | 29.6778 | 22.0566 | 00245 | 06902 | 1.8651 | 25553 | 0.1045 | 1.7469 1.8514 2,509.059 | 2,509.059 [ 0.6357 2,522.410
9 9 4
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3.2 Demolition - 2015
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling = 0.0618 ' 09922 ' 06686 ! 2.3600e- ' 00556 ! 00173 ! 00729 ' 00152 ! 00159 ! 0.0311 + 239.7857 1 239.7857 1 1.8800e- * ' 239.8251
- : : i 003 . : . : . . . i 003 .
----------- 1 1 ———— 1 1 1 ———— 1 1 ———— 1 1 ———eemaan -l 1 ———— 1 1 1 [
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : R ey : ——— e ey : T
Worker ! 00753 ' 09333 ! 1.8400e- ! 01453 @ 1.2800e- !+ 0.1466 ' 0.0385 ! 1.1700e- ! 0.0397 1 160.1468 ' 160.1468 ! 8.6200e- ! ' 160.3279
' . v 003 V003 . v 003 . . v 003 .
Total 0.1220 1.0675 1.6020 | 4.2000e- | 0.2009 0.0186 0.2195 | 0.0538 0.0171 0.0708 399.9325 | 399.9325 | 0.0105 400.1530
003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 0.2692 ' 00000 ' 02692 ! 00408 ! 00000 ' 0.0408 ' ' 0.0000 ! ' ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} 1]
---------------- : i —————y : ey f———————— : ———— e ey :
Off-Road 3.0666 ! 29.6778 1 22.0566 ! 0.0245 ' 18651 ' 1.8651 ! 117469 1 17469 0.0000 :2509.059 + 2,509.059 1 0.6357 12522410
1 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} 9 [} 9 1 [} 1] 4
Total 3.0666 | 29.6778 | 22.0566 | 0.0245 | 0.2692 1.8651 2.1343 | 0.0408 1.7469 1.7877 0.0000 [ 2,509.059 [ 2,509.059 | 0.6357 2,522.410
9 9 4
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling E: 0.0618 ! 0.9922 ! 0.6686 ! 2.3600e- ! 0.0556 ! 0.0173 ! 0.0729 ! 0.0152 ! 0.0159 ! 0.0311 ! 239.7857 ! 239.7857 ! 1.8800e- ! ! 239.8251
1 1] 1 003 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 003 L} L}
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— ey —————— : rommm-an
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} L}
----------- - —————— : —————— —————— : ——— e m ey —————— : remme-a
Worker ! 0.0753 ! 0.9333 ! 1.8400e- ! 0.1453 ! 1.2800e- ! 0.1466 ! 0.0385 ! 1.1700e- ! 0.0397 ! 160.1468 ! 160.1468 ! 8.6200e- ! ' 160.3279
' ' 003, 003 ' 003, ' ' 003, '
Total 0.1220 1.0675 1.6020 4.2000e- 0.2009 0.0186 0.2195 0.0538 0.0171 0.0708 399.9325 | 399.9325 0.0105 400.1530
003
3.3 Grading - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust - ! ! ! ! 4.5563 ! 0.0000 ! 4.5563 ! 2.4870 ! 0.0000 ! 2.4870 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} L} 1 ] 1 ] [} ] 1 ] ]
---------------- - —————— : —————— ———————a : ——— e m ey ey : e
Off-Road 2.0666 ! 21.9443 ! 14.0902 ! 0.0141 ! ! 1.1968 ! 1.1968 ! ! 1.1011 ! 1.1011 ! 1,479.800 ! 1,479.800 ! 0.4418 ! ! 1,489.077
1 L} 1 L} ] 1 ] 1 ] O ] O 1 ] ] 4
Total 2.0666 21.9443 14.0902 0.0141 4.5563 1.1968 5.7531 2.4870 1.1011 3.5880 1,479.800 | 1,479.800 | 0.4418 1,489.077
0 0 4
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : b
Worker ! 00463 @ 05744 1 1.1300e- ! 0.0894 ! 7.9000e- ! 0.0902 @ 0.0237 ! 7.2000e- ! 0.0244 ' 985519 ! 98.5519 ! 5.3100e- ! ! 98.6633
' ' v 003, 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0370 0.0463 0.5744 1.1300e- 0.0894 7.9000e- 0.0902 0.0237 7.2000e- 0.0244 98.5519 | 98.5519 | 5.3100e- 98.6633
003 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust - : ! : ! 1.7770 ! 0.0000 : 1.7770 ! 0.9699 : 0.0000 ! 0.9699 ! ! 0.0000 : ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : f———————n ———————n : ——— e eaao) f———————n :
Off-Road 2.0666 : 21.9443 ! 14.0902 : 0.0141 ! ! 1.1968 : 1.1968 ! : 1.1011 ! 1.1011 0.0000 ! 1,479.800 ! 1,479.800 : 0.4418 ! ! 1,489.077
1 L} 1 1] [} 1 [} 1 [} O [} O 1 [} L] 4
Total 2.0666 21.9443 | 14.0902 0.0141 1.7770 1.1968 2.9738 0.9699 1.1011 2.0710 0.0000 | 1,479.800 | 1,479.800 | 0.4418 1,489.077
0 0 4
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3.3 Grading - 2015
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : b
Worker ! 0.0463 ! 0.5744 ! 1.1300e- ! 0.0894 ! 7.9000e- ! 0.0902 ! 0.0237 ! 7.2000e- ! 0.0244 ' 98.5519 ! 98.5519 ! 5.3100e- ! ! 98.6633
: ' « 003, v 004 . \ 004 . . v 003 .
Total 0.0370 0.0463 0.5744 1.1300e- 0.0894 7.9000e- 0.0902 0.0237 7.2000e- 0.0244 98.5519 98.5519 | 5.3100e- 98.6633
003 004 004 003
3.4 Building Construction - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 3.6000 : 21.5642 ! 15.0041 : 0.0220 ! ! 1.4851 : 1.4851 ! : 1.4344 ! 1.4344 ! 2,055.624 ! 2,055.624 : 0.4741 ! ! 2,065.581
L 1] 1 L} 1 ] ] 1 ] 1 [} L] 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 2
Total 3.6000 21.5642 15.0041 0.0220 1.4851 1.4851 1.4344 1.4344 2,055.624 | 2,055.624 0.4741 2,065.581
7 7 2
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ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rommma--
Vendor ! 12712 + 14069 ! 2.8300e- : 0.0812 : 0.0222 ! 0.1035 @ 0.0231 ! 0.0204 : 0.0436 ! 286.5944 1 286.5944 1 2.2400e- ! ! 286.6414
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] L} 1 003 1] L}
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : I
Worker ' 01563 * 1.9384 1 3.8300e- * 0.3018 ' 2.6600e- ' 0.3045 ' 0.0800 ' 2.4300e- * 0.0825 + 332.6127 » 332.6127 + 0.0179 ' 332.9887
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2474 1.4275 3.3453 6.6600e- 0.3830 0.0249 0.4079 0.1032 0.0229 0.1260 619.2071 | 619.2071 | 0.0202 619.6302
003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 3.6000 ! 21.5642 ! 15.0041 ! 0.0220 ! v 14851 v 1.4851 ! 1.4344 ! 1.4344 0.0000 ! 2,055.624 ! 2,055.624 ! 0.4741 ! ! 2,065.581
L 1] 1 L} 1 ] ] 1 ] 1 [} L] 7 [} 7 1 [} L] 2
Total 3.6000 21.5642 15.0041 0.0220 1.4851 1.4851 1.4344 1.4344 0.0000 2,055.624 | 2,055.624 0.4741 2,065.581
7 7 2
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : f———————— - ———————n ———————— : ——— e ———————n - F=mmmn
Vendor ! 1.2712 ! 1.4069 ! 2.8300e- ! 0.0812 ! 0.0222 ! 0.1035 ! 0.0231 ! 0.0204 ! 0.0436 ! 286.5944 ! 286.5944 ! 2.2400e- ! ! 286.6414
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
----------- : ———————— - ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n - F==mmmm
Worker ' 0.1563 + 1.9384 1 3.8300e- * 0.3018 ' 2.6600e- ' 0.3045 * 0.0800 ' 2.4300e- * 0.0825 v 332.6127 v 332.6127 v 0.0179 v 332.9887
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' ' 003 ' ' 003 ' ' ' 003 ' ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2474 1.4275 3.3453 6.6600e- 0.3830 0.0249 0.4079 0.1032 0.0229 0.1260 619.2071 | 619.2071 0.0202 619.6302
003
3.4 Building Construction - 2016
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 3.2915 : 20.5459 ! 14.7074 : 0.0220 ! v 13656 ' 1.3656 : 1.3176 ! 1.3176 ! 2,046.943 ! 2,046.943 : 0.4499 ! ! 2,056.391
- 1 1] 1 [} [} 1 [} 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 3
Total 3.2915 20.5459 14.7074 0.0220 1.3656 1.3656 1.3176 1.3176 2,046.943 | 2,046.943 0.4499 2,056.391
2 2 3
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : romm-ea-
Vendor ! 11228 + 12947 1 2.8300e- ¢ 0.0813 : 0.0185 ! 0.0997 : 0.0231 ! 0.0170 '@ 0.0401 ! 283.4376 ! 283.4376 1 2.0200e- ! ! 283.4801
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] L} 1 003 1] L}
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom--e-
Worker ' 01410 + 1.7551 1+ 3.8200e- * 0.3018 ' 2.5200e- ' 0.3043 ' 0.0800 ' 2.3200e- * 0.0824 + 321.1538 * 321.1538 + 0.0165 ' 321.4998
1 L] 1 L] L] 1 L] 1 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2210 1.2638 3.0497 6.6500e- 0.3831 0.0210 0.4041 0.1032 0.0193 0.1225 604.5914 | 604.5914 | 0.0185 604.9799
003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 3.2915 ! 20.5459 ! 14.7074 ! 0.0220 ! v 13656 ' 1.3656 ! 1.3176 ! 1.3176 0.0000 ! 2,046.943 ! 2,046.943 ! 0.4499 ! ! 2,056.391
L 1] 1 L} 1 ] ] 1 ] 1 [} L] 2 [} 2 1 [} L] 3
Total 3.2915 20.5459 14.7074 0.0220 1.3656 1.3656 1.3176 1.3176 0.0000 2,046.943 | 2,046.943 0.4499 2,056.391
2 2 3
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : romm-ea-
Vendor ! 1.1228 ! 1.2947 ! 2.8300e- ! 0.0813 ! 0.0185 ! 0.0997 ! 0.0231 ! 0.0170 ! 0.0401 ! 283.4376 ! 283.4376 ! 2.0200e- ! ! 283.4801
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom--e-
Worker ' 0.1410 1+ 1.7551 v 3.8200e- * 0.3018 ' 2.5200e- ' 0.3043 '+ 0.0800 ' 2.3200e- * 0.0824 ' 321.1538 + 321.1538 + 0.0165 v 321.4998
1 L] 1 003 L] L] 003 1 L] 1 003 L] L] L] 1 L] L]
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.2210 1.2638 3.0497 6.6500e- 0.3831 0.0210 0.4041 0.1032 0.0193 0.1225 604.5914 | 604.5914 0.0185 604.9799
003
3.5 Paving - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 1.4041 : 14.5959 ! 9.1695 : 0.0133 ! ! 0.8919 : 0.8919 ! : 0.8215 ! 0.8215 ! 1,382.470 ! 1,382.470 : 0.4054 ! ! 1,390.982
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 3 [} 3 1 [} L] 6
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : R
Paving 0.0000 : ! : ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 : ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 1.4041 14.5959 9.1695 0.0133 0.8919 0.8919 0.8215 0.8215 1,382.470 | 1,382.470 0.4054 1,390.982
3 3 6
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : romm-a--
Worker ! 00753 @ 09333 ! 1.8400e- ! 0.1453 : 1.2800e- ! 0.1466 : 0.0385 ! 1.1700e- ' 0.0397 ' 160.1468 ! 160.1468 | 8.6200e- ! ! 160.3279
' ' v 003, 003, ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0602 0.0753 0.9333 1.8400e- 0.1453 1.2800e- 0.1466 0.0385 1.1700e- 0.0397 160.1468 | 160.1468 | 8.6200e- 160.3279
003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 1.4041 : 14.5959 ! 9.1695 : 0.0133 ! ! 0.8919 : 0.8919 ! : 0.8215 ! 0.8215 0.0000 ! 1,382.470 ! 1,382.470 : 0.4054 ! ! 1,390.982
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 3 [} 3 1 [} L] 6
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n : R
Paving 0.0000 : ! : ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 : ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
Total 1.4041 14.5959 9.1695 0.0133 0.8919 0.8919 0.8215 0.8215 0.0000 | 1,382.470 | 1,382.470 | 0.4054 1,390.982
3 3 6
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3.5 Paving - 2015
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : romm-a--
Worker ! 0.0753 ! 0.9333 ! 1.8400e- ! 0.1453 ! 1.2800e- ! 0.1466 ! 0.0385 ! 1.1700e- ! 0.0397 ! 160.1468 ! 160.1468 ! 8.6200e- ! ! 160.3279
' ' v 003, 003, ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0602 0.0753 0.9333 1.8400e- 0.1453 1.2800e- 0.1466 0.0385 1.1700e- 0.0397 160.1468 | 160.1468 | 8.6200e- 160.3279
003 003 003 003
3.6 Architectural Coating - 2016
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 52.5300 : ! : ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 : ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 L} 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Nt
Off-Road 0.3685 : 2.3722 + 1.8839 : 2.9700e- 1 v 0.1966 : 0.1966 : 0.1966 + 0.1966 1 281.4481 » 281.4481 : 0.0332 ! 282.1449
' : v 003 : ' : ' : . : ' : .
Total 52.8985 2.3722 1.8839 2.9700e- 0.1966 0.1966 0.1966 0.1966 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0332 282.1449

003
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3.6 Architectural Coating - 2016
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 00000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : i
Worker ! 00261 @ 03250 ! 7.1000e- ! 0.0559 ! 4.7000e- ! 0.0564 @ 0.0148 ! 4.3000e- ! 0.0153 ' 59.4729 + 59.4729 1 3.0500e- ! ' 59.5370
1 1] 1 004 1] 1] 004 1 1] 1 004 1] L] 1] 1 003 1] 1]
Total 0.0209 0.0261 0.3250 7.1000e- 0.0559 4.7000e- 0.0564 0.0148 4.3000e- 0.0153 59.4729 | 59.4729 | 3.0500e- 59.5370
004 004 004 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 52.5300 : ! : ! ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 : ! ! 0.0000
1 L} 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e} ———————n :
Off-Road 0.3685 : 2.3722 + 1.8839 : 2.9700e- 1 v 0.1966 : 0.1966 : 0.1966 + 0.1966 0.0000  281.4481 » 281.4481 : 0.0332 ! 282.1449
' : v 003 : ' : ' : : : ' : .
Total 52.8985 2.3722 1.8839 2.9700e- 0.1966 0.1966 0.1966 0.1966 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 | 0.0332 282.1449

003
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3.6 Architectural Coating - 2016
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx (6{0) SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : N
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : i
Worker ! 0.0261 ! 0.3250 ! 7.1000e- ! 0.0559 ! 4.7000e- ! 0.0564 ! 0.0148 ! 4.3000e- ! 0.0153 v 59.4729 ! 59.4729 ! 3.0500e- ! ! 59.5370
' ' v 004 i 004 ' v 004 . ' ¢ 003, '
Total 0.0209 0.0261 0.3250 7.1000e- 0.0559 4.7000e- 0.0564 0.0148 4.3000e- 0.0153 59.4729 59.4729 | 3.0500e- 59.5370
004 004 004 003
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated 5- 13.5854 : 27.8848 1 119.5635 : 0.2635 + 17.2093 * 0.3806 : 17.5899 1 45982 : 0.3503 * 4.9486 1 22,417.90 v 22,417.90 : 0.8870 ! 22,436.53
- ' : ' : : ' : ' : . 48, 48, : .23
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
----------- [ = e e e R e S M e e e g W R R R M E m e e g = = e mom o=
Unmitigated = 13.5854 ' 27.8848  119.5635 * 0.2635 +* 17.2093 * 0.3806 ' 17.5899 * 45982 1+ 0.3503 * 49486 = 1 22,417.90 * 22,417.90+ 0.8870 1 22,436.53
- . . . . . . . . . . . 48, 48 | . .23
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4.2 Trip Summary Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Automobile Care Center . 8.75 ' 8.75 8.75 . 11,721 . 11,721
General Office Building . . , . 446,145
R R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R EEE R R e mm e mm e b e e m e e v
Racquet Club ; 45.76 ' 45.76 45.76 . 93,316 . 93,316
Quality Restaurant ; 28.31 ' 28.31 28.31 . 40,309 . 40,309
Regional Shopping Center M 1,666.07 ' 1,938.84 979.31 . 3,475,538 . 3,475,538
Supermarket M 1,390.46 ! 2,415.22 2263.58 . 2,192,419 . 2,192,419
Total | 332213 4,476.23 3,341.99 | 6,259,448 | 6,259,448
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW JH-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Automobile Care Center ' 16.60 : 8.40 : 6.90 . 3300 : 4800 ! 19.00 . 21 . 51 . 28
EEsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEeemmm————— _————————— . pmmmmmm———emmmmmmm b i P Feeeeeean- e
General Office Building  * 1660 ' 840 ' 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1000 + 77 = 19 = 4
Racquet Club v 71660 1 840 1 690 : 1150 1 6950 1 1900 i 52 A 9 T
EEsEssEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEpe-m——————— m—————— Frmmmmaa- . Femmmemnan- A Formmmmemmma -
Quality Restaurant 3 1660 : 840 1 690 1 1200 1 6900 | 1900 : 38 1 18 44
Regional Shopping Center 1660} 840 1 690  : 1630 ! 6470 | 1900 i 54 - T
EEsEmsEEEEsEEEESEEEEEEEpmeme-==-n- remm——an Fmmmmma ‘- - et Femmmmmnana- A Fommmmmemmma -
Supermarket . 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 = 650 * 7450 19.00 . 34 . 30 . 36
tbA | wri | wr2 | wmov | wo1 | o2 | wmep | meD | oBus | usus | wmcy | sBus | MH
0.512163= 0.060173' 0.180257' 0.139094' 0.042244* 0.006664' 0.016017' 0.031880' 0.001940' 0.002497* 0.004356' 0.000592* 0.002122

%9 Gner gy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
NaturalGas = 0.0860 ' 07822 + 0.6571 ' 4.6900e- ! v 0.0595 1 0.0595 1 ' 0.0595 ' 0.0595 + 938.6650 ' 938.6650 1 0.0180 ' 0.0172 * 944.3775
Mitigated 51 : . i 003 . : . : . . . : . .

----------- L R T T e T T ST, T R LT eI R . . A L
NaturalGas = 0.0860 *+ 0.7822 + 0.6571 1+ 4.6900e- + 00595 1 0.0595 v 0.0595 1+ 0.0595 = ' 938.6650 1 938.6650 + 0.0180 * 0.0172 + 944.3775
Unmitigated 1 . . v 003 | . . . . . . . . . . .

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

NaturalGa ROG NOXx CO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Quality ' 6320 & 00682 ! 06196 ' 05205 ! 3.7200e- ! ' 0.0471 1+ 0.0471 ' 0.0471 1+ 0.0471 ' 7435291 1 7435291 + 0.0143 + 00136 ' 748.0541
Restaurant i . . i 003 . . . . . . . : : .
----------- I : i ——————y f———————— : f———————— : ——— e e ———— : e Iy
Racquet Club + 103.068 & 1.1100e- + 0.0101 + 8.4900e- ' 6.0000e- * 1 7.7000e- + 7.7000e- 1 1 7.7000e- 1+ 7.7000e- + 12,1257 1 12.1257 + 2.3000e- + 2.2000e- ' 12.1995
. o 003 | . 003 | 005 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . 004 . : . 004 , 004
----------- I : R f———————— : f———————— : ——— e el ———— : fm e
Regional ~ + 180.712 & 1.9500e- + 0.0177 + 0.0149 ' 1.1000e- * 1 1.3500e- * 1.3500e- 1 ' 1.3500e- + 1.3500e- ' 212603 ! 21.2603 ! 4.1000e- ' 3.9000e- ! 21.3897

Shopping Center | W 003 : \ o004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 004 . 004

----------- I : ey f———————— : f———————— : ———— e e ————— : T
Supermarket + 84171 & 9.0800e- + 0.0825 1+ 0.0693 ' 5.0000e- ! 1 6.2700e- 1+ 6.2700e- 1 ' 6.2700e- ' 6.2700e- ' 99.0247 1 99.0247 1 1.9000e- ' 1.8200e- ! 99.6273

: W 003 : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 003 , 003
----------- I : -y f———————— : f———————— : ——— e e ———— : fm
Automobile Care * 36.074 & 3.9000e- + 3.5400e- + 2.9700e- ' 2.0000e- * 1 2.7000e- 1+ 2.7000e- 1 1 2.7000e- '+ 2.7000e- v 42440 1 42440 1+ 8.0000e- + 8.0000e- ' 4.2698

Center . 4 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 ., i 004 , 004 v 004 004 . : i 005 , 005
----------- I : ey f———————— : f———————— : ——— e e ————— : fm
General Office 1 497.09 & 53600e- ' 0.0487 ' 0.0409 ! 2.9000e- ! 1 3.7000e- * 3.7000e- 1 1 3.7000e- '+ 3.7000e- ' 584812 1 584812 ! 1.1200e- ' 1.0700e- ! 58.8371
Building . W 003 | : \ o004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : , 003 , 003
[ [
Total 0.0861 | 0.7822 0.6571 | 4.7000e- 0.0595 0.0595 0.0595 0.0595 938.6650 | 938.6650 | 0.0180 0.0172 | 944.3775

003
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Quality r6.32 : 0.0682 ' 06196 ' 05205 ! 3.7200e- ! ' 00471 1 00471 100471 ' 0.0471 ' 7435291 1 7435291 1 0.0143 ' 00136 ! 748.0541
Restaurant i ™ ' ' ] 003 ' ] ' ' ] ' i ] ' ' '
----------- R : . ——————q : ——————q : - - : . LT
Racquet Club + 0.103068 & 1.1100e- * 0.0101 * 8.4900e- ! 6.0000e- * ! 7.7000e- ! 7.7000e- ! ! 7.7000e- ! 7.7000e- ' 121257 1 121257 + 2.3000e- ! 2.2000e- ! 12.1995
. n o 003 , 003 , 005 \ 004 , 004 , V004 , 004 . . \ 004 . 004
----------- R : - ——————q : ——————q : - S —— : S LT
Regional 1 0.180712 & 1.9500e- + 0.0177 ' 0.0149 ! 1.1000e- ! ! 1.3500e- ! 1.3500e- ! ! 1.3500e- ! 1.3500e- ' 212603 ! 21.2603 ! 4.1000e- ! 3.9000e- ! 21.3897
Shopping Center n 003 . \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 , 003 . . v 004 , 004
----------- I : - ——————q : ——————q : - S : . LT
Supermarket * 0.84171 & 9.0800e- ' 0.0825 ' 0.0693 ! 5.0000e- ! 1 6.2700e- 1 6.2700e- 1 ' 6.2700e- ' 6.2700e- + 99.0247 1 99.0247 + 1.9000e- * 1.8200e- ' 99.6273
. o003 , V004 \ 003 , 003 ., v 003 , 003 . . v 003 . 003 ,
----------- R : . ——————q : ——————q : - S —— : . LT
Automobile Care * 0.036074 & 3.9000e- * 3.5400e- + 2.9700e- ! 2.0000e- * 1 2.7000e- 1 2.7000e- 1 1 2.7000e- ' 2.7000e- v 42440 v 42440 1 8.0000e- ' 8.0000e- ' 4.2698
Center . # 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 ., 004 , \ 004 . 004 . . \ 005 . 005
----------- I : R —— ——————q : ——————q : - S —— : . LT
General Office 1 0.49709 & 53600e- ' 0.0487 ' 0.0409 ! 2.9000e- ! 1 3.7000e- ' 3.7000e- 1 1 3.7000e- ' 3.7000e- v 584812 1 58.4812 1 1.1200e- ' 1.0700e- ' 58.8371
Building . W 003 : \ 004 i 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . : i 003 , 003
[N
Total 0.0861 0.7822 0.6571 | 4.7000e- 0.0595 0.0595 0.0595 0.0595 938.6650 | 938.6650 | 0.0180 0.0172 | 944.3775
003

6.0 Area Detalil

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

Page 24 of 25

Date: 11/22/2013 2:50 PM

ROG NOX co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Total cO2| CH4 N20 CcO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 2.1346 1+ 8.0000e- ' 8.4900e- *+ 0.0000 ' 3.0000e- ' 3.0000e- ¢ 1 3.0000e- ' 3.0000e- v 0.0179 ' 0.0179 1 5.0000e- 1 1 0.0189
- V005 , 003 : V005 | 005 | y 005 . 005 . . V005 | '

- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
semmsmsmesee- y—————— e ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— e ————— -, ————— e ———f === === m————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— - ======-
Unmitigated = 2.1346 1 8.0000e- *+ 8.4900e- *+ 0.0000 * + 3.0000e- * 3.0000e- + 3.0000e- * 3.0000e- = v 0.0179 1+ 0.0179 1 5.0000e- 1 v 0.0189

- . 005 ; 003 . . 005 , 005 005 . 005 1 . . » 005 . :
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx CcO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 05181 ' ' ' v 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ¢ v 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' v 0.0000 ¢ ' ' 0.0000
Coating - : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n f———————— - f———————— - f———————— : ——— e el ———— - e ————
Consumer = 1.6157 ! ' ' ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 1 0.0000 ¢ ' ' 0.0000
Products - . . . . . . . . . . . . . :
----------- n iy - f———————— - f———————— : ——— e e ———— - e ————
Landscaping = 8.2000e- * 8.0000e- ' 8.4900e- * 0.0000 1 ' 3.0000e- ' 3.0000e- ¢ 1 3.0000e- ' 3.0000e- v 0.0179 1 0.0179 1 5.0000e- 1 ' 00189
o 004 , 005 , 003 ., , \ 005 , 005 ., v 005 , 005 : . v 005 .
- 1
Total 2.1346 | 8.0000e- | 8.4900e- | 0.0000 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0179 0.0179 | 5.0000e- 0.0189
005 003 005 005 005 005 005
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Mitigated
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 [ Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 05181 ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
Coating - . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ———— : e ————
Consumer = 16157 ' ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ! ' ' 0.0000
Products - . . . . ' . . ' . . ' . . '
----------- H f———————y : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ———— : = ————— e
Landscaping = 8.2000e- ! 8.0000e- ! 8.4900e- ' 0.0000 ! 3.0000e- ! 3.0000e- ! ! 3.0000e- ! 3.0000e- ' 00179 ! 00179 ! 50000e- ! ! 00189
n 004 , 005 , 003 . , 005 . 005 i 005 , 005 . . , 005 .
Total 2.1346 | 8.0000e- | 8.4900e- | 0.0000 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- 3.0000e- | 3.0000e- 0.0179 0.0179 | 5.0000e- 0.0189
005 003 005 005 005 005 005
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Vegetation
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Parcel 44 Update
South Coast AQMD Air District, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 11/25/2013 3:48 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 16.60 . 1000sqft ! 0.38 ! 16,600.00 0
T Quality Restaurant T e T T  Tnoosqit 1028 : egoooo 1 o T
""""" RacquetClub &+ Tzoo VT Tqooosgt v 005+ 200000 1o
7777 Automobile Care Center T e T T T noosgt - oo2: 0  T70000 1T o T
""" Regional Shopping Center ~ + 3880 s "1000sqft 1 089 : 388000 1 o
.............................. . I + : fmmmmmmmmmama-.
Supermarket . 13.60 . 1000sqft ! 0.31 ! 13,600.00 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 31
Climate Zone 11 Operational Year 2017
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 630.89 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Project Characteristics -
Land Use -

Construction Phase - Demo: 1/23/15-2/20/15
Grading: 2/21/15-4/19/15

Const: 4/20/15-8/23/16

Paving: 4/20/15-5/14/15

Coating: 7/5/16-8/23/16

Demolition -

Vehicle Trips - Trip rates for the auto care (sub for boat repair), quality rest and raquet club (sub for yacht club/lounge) modified per traffic report.
Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation - Assume watering 3x per day per SCAQMD.

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Water Mitigation -

Waste Mitigation -
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Table Name

Column Name

Default Value

New Value

tblConstructionPhase

tbIVehicleTrips

NumDays

10.00

200.00

20.00

4.00

10.00

7/3/2015

4/17/2015

9/19/2016

5/15/2015

8/24/2016

15.00

2014

62.00

94.36

20.87

62.00

72.16

26.73

62.00

89.95

32.93

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2.1 Overall Construction
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tonsl/yr MT/yr
2015 = 0.4437 ! 3.0254 ! 2.3358 ! 3.3600e- + 0.1382 * 0.1911 + 0.3293 ' 0.0616 ' 0.1825 ' 0.2440 0.0000 1 291.2631 ' 291.2631 * 0.0591 + 0.0000 ' 292.5040
- : ' . 003 : : : : : : : : : :
___________ L 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 1 ————a 1 ____‘________:______ 1 1 1 _____.:________
2016 - 1.2478 ! 1.8811 ! 1.5411 ! 2.4500e- ! 0.0326 ! 0.1200 ! 0.1526 ! 8.7900e- ! 0.1159 ! 0.1246 0.0000 ! 206.3403 ! 206.3403 ! 0.0363 ! 0.0000 ! 207.1023
- L} 1 1] 003 1] 1 1] 1] 003 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
Total 1.6916 4.9065 3.8769 5.8100e- 0.1708 0.3112 0.4819 0.0703 0.2983 0.3686 0.0000 497.6034 | 497.6034 0.0954 0.0000 499.6063
003
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year tonsl/yr MT/yr
2015 E: 0.4437 ! 3.0254 : 2.3358 ! 3.3600e- ! 0.0782 : 0.1911 ! 0.2693 ! 0.0305 : 0.1825 ! 0.2130 0.0000 ! 291.2628 : 291.2628 ! 0.0591 ! 0.0000 ! 292.5037
L1} 1] 1 1] 003 [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 [} [} L}
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : ————— = m e e
2016 - 1.2478 ! 1.8811 : 1.5411 ! 2.4500e- ! 0.0326 : 0.1200 ! 0.1526 ! 8.7900e- : 0.1159 ! 0.1246 0.0000 ! 206.3401 : 206.3401 ! 0.0363 ! 0.0000 ! 207.1021
n ' ' 003, ' ' v 003 ' ' ' ' ' '
- 1
Total 1.6916 4.9065 3.8769 5.8100e- 0.1108 0.3112 0.4219 0.0393 0.2983 0.3376 0.0000 497.6029 | 497.6029 0.0954 0.0000 499.6059
003
ROG NOXx CcO SO2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.14 0.00 12.45 44.09 0.00 8.41 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area = 0.3895 + 1.0000e- + 1.0600e- + 0.0000 * '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 + 2.0300e- ' 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 2.1400e-
- v 005 ; 003 . . : : . . ' 003 , 003 , 005 \ 003
___________ L [ ————_t [ [ ————_t [ [ ————_t [ . 1 [ [ _____.:________
Energy » 00157 ' 01428 ' 01199 ! 8.6000e- ! ' 00109 ' 00109 ! 100109 ' 00109 0.0000 : 687.5195 ! 687.5195 1 0.0274 ! 7.9100e- ! 690.5478
- 1] 1 1] 004 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 003 1
----------- H R : ey : ey : ———g el ———— : e SETTETr
Mobile m 18421 ' 41548 ' 17.1912 ' 00355 ! 23722 ' 00534 ' 24256 ' 06348 ! 00492 ! 0.6840 0.0000 :2,746.42212,746.422 1 01126 ! 0.0000 !2,748.786
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 3 1 3 1] 1] 1 3
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : B LT r T —— : e L
Waste " ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 00000 § 31.6625 : 0.0000 ! 31.6625 ' 18712 ! 00000 ! 70.9578
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ———— : T
Water " ' ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 100000 ! 0.0000 33914 : 523157 ! 557071 ' 03507 ! 8.7200e- ! 65.7766
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] [ 003 1
Total 22474 | 42976 | 17.3122 | 0.0364 | 23722 | 0.0643 | 24365 | 0.6348 | 0.0600 0.6948 | 35.0540 |3,486.259 | 3,521.313| 2.3620 | 0.0166 | 3,576.070
6 6 6
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Area = 03895 + 1.0000e- + 1.0600e- + 0.0000 + '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 2.0300e- ' 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 2.1400e-
- i 005 , 003 . ' : : ' : P 003 , 003 , 005 \ 003
----------- n ———————n - ———————— - ———————— : - - m——————p e = m e
Energy - 0.0157 ! 0.1428 ! 0.1199 ! 8.6000e- ! ! 0.0109 ! 0.0109 ! ! 0.0109 ! 0.0109 0.0000 ' 682.9427 ! 682.9427 ! 0.0272 ! 7.8700e- ! 685.9530
- L} 1 1] 004 [} 1 [} [} 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 003 1
----------- n ———————— - ———————n - ———————— : ———g e el —————g - fm———————p = e
Mobile - 1.8421 ! 4.1548 ! 17.1912 ! 0.0355 ! 2.3722 ! 0.0534 ! 2.4256 ! 0.6348 ! 0.0492 ! 0.6840 0.0000 ! 2,746.422 ! 2,746.422 ! 0.1126 ! 0.0000 : 2,748.786
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 3 1 3 1] 1] 1 3
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : el ————eg - fm——————p e = e
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 25.3300 ! 0.0000 ! 25.3300 ! 1.4970 ! 0.0000 ! 56.7662
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 1
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : - B e - fm——————p e = m e
Water - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 2.7132 v 44.3492 ! 47.0623 ! 0.2807 ! 6.9900e- ! 55.1233
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1] 1] 003 1
Total 2.2474 4.2976 17.3122 0.0364 2.3722 0.0643 2.4365 0.6348 0.0600 0.6948 28.0432 | 3,473.716 | 3,501.759 1.9174 0.0149 3,546.631
3 4 0
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 0.36 0.56 18.82 10.64 0.82
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detalil

Construction Phase
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Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 =Demolition *Demolition :1/23/2015 12/20/2015 ! 5! 21,
2 T frading T §'e'r£&ir'1§'""""""""!E/'z'ﬂz'o'fs""' 2271'972'0'1'5'""";"""'%’E""""""ZEJE' T
3 FBuiding Constuction §EaLﬁ&iH§'c'o'n's{rac'u'o'n""""!Z/'z'o?z'o'fs""' ;572'372'0'1%'""";"""'%’E"""""EEEE' T
4 fpaving T §E>;§i?1§;"""""""""!Z/'z'o?z'o'fs""' 25712172'0'1'5'""";""""s'E""""""Ié'E' T
5 FArchitectural Goating T Farohitectural Coating 77572016 I 8/23/2016 I 5 I 36 """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 1.5

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 122,400; Non-Residential Outdoor: 40,800 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition 'Concretellndustrial Saws ! 1 8.00: 81; 0.73
....................................................... e bFereccacenaaana
Demolition 'Rubber Tired Dozers ! 1 8.00: 255, 0.40
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Demolition *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 3 8.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bereccanenaaana
Grading 'Graders ! 1 6.00: 174, 0.41
....................................................... e bFereccacenaaana
Grading 'Rubber Tired Dozers ! 1 6.00: 255, 0.40
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Grading *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 7.00: 97 0.37
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Building Construction 'Cranes ! 1 6.00: 226, 0.29
....................................................... e bFereccanenaaana
Building Construction 'Forkllfts ! 1 6.00: 89 0.20
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Building Construction *Generator Sets ! 1 8.00: 84! 0.74
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Building Construction 'Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 6.00: 97 0.37
....................................................... e bFereccacenanana
Building Construction 'Welders ! 3 8.00: 46! 0.45
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Paving *Cement and Mortar Mixers ! 1 6.00: 9; 0.56
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccanenanana
Paving *Pavers ! 1 6.00: 125; 0.42
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bereccacenaana
Paving *Paving Equipment ! 1 8.00: 130; 0.36
............................ T T T T SRR PR JRpUpRpEpR Ay A | bFereccacenaaana
Paving *Rollers ! 1 7.00: 80 0.38
............................ '---------------------------F------------------------------I bFereccacenaaana
Paving *Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes ! 1 8.00: 97 0.37
A-r-cr-liie-c-tl]r:’:ll- (-Zz)ét-in-g -------------- =Air Compressors ! 1 6.00: 780 T 0 -éié

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class
Demolition E 5: 13.005 0.00 67.005 14.70: 6.QOE 20.00: LD_Mix :HDT_MiX EHHDT
Grading : 3:%"""'5665"""'E>.'o'o“ """" 0.00: 14.7o§' 690! 2000iLD_Mix THDT. -l\/-h)-(""i-l-ll:H-D-T """
Building Construction + 7:%"""2'7'.66 T Y 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 000D M THDT Mix -i-l-ll:H-D:I' """
Paving 5:%"""1_3:56 Y R 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 000D M DT Mix -i-l-ll:H-D:I' """
Architectural Coating + i 5.00; 0.00° 500+ 1470 6.90§ 3600110, Mix ot Mk T
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3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
Water Exposed Area
Clean Paved Roads
3.2 Demolition - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitve | Exhaust | PM25 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| cH4 N20 co2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 7.2500e- * 0.0000 1 7.2500e- '+ 1.1000e- ' 0.0000 * 1.1000e- # 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
- : . : \ 003 . i 003 , 003 \ 003 . . : . .
----------- Hm——————— ey : ey f———————— : ——— e f———————ny : e
Off-Road = 00322 1 03116 ' 02316 ' 2.6000e- * '+ 00196 1 0.0196 * ' 0.0183 + 0.0183 0.0000 : 23.8999 & 23.8999 ' 6.0600e- * 0.0000 ' 24.0271
. ' : V004 : : : : : . : \ 003 . :
Total 0.0322 | 03116 | 0.2316 | 2.6000e- | 7.2500e- | 0.0196 | 0.0268 | 1.1000e- | 0.0183 0.0194 0.0000 | 23.8999 | 23.8999 | 6.0600e- | 0.0000 | 24.0271
004 003 003 003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 6.8000e- ' 0.0110 ' 7.8400e- * 2.0000e- * 5.7000e- * 1.8000e- ' 7.6000e- * 1.6000e- ' 1.7000e- *+ 3.2000e- # 0.0000 : 22818 + 2.2818 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 2.2822
o004 . 003 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 . : V005 . :
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 6.1000e- ! 8.9000e- ! 9.2700e- ! 2.0000e- ' 1.5000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.5100e- * 4.0000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.1000e- § 0.0000 : 14533 + 14533 ' 80000e- + 0.0000 ! 1.4550
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 :
Total 1.2900e- | 0.0119 0.0171 | 4.0000e- | 2.0700e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2700e- | 5.6000e- | 1.8000e- | 7.3000e- | 0.0000 3.7351 3.7351 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.7372
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' 1 2.8300e- ' 0.0000 ! 2.8300e- ! 4.3000e- ! 0.0000 ! 4.3000e- § 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
' ' ' v 003 v 003 , 004 ' 004 ' ' ' ' '
---------------- : - : R —— ——————q : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Off-Road 0.0322 1+ 03116 ' 0.2316 '+ 2.6000e- * v 0.0196 1 0.0196 1 ' 0.0183 + 0.0183 0.0000 ' 23.8999 1 23.8999 ' 6.0600e- + 0.0000 * 24.0270
. . y 004 | . . . . : . . y 003 | .
Total 0.0322 0.3116 0.2316 | 2.6000e- | 2.8300e- | 0.0196 0.0224 | 4.3000e- | 0.0183 0.0188 0.0000 | 23.8999 | 23.8999 | 6.0600e- | 0.0000 | 24.0270
004 003 004 003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling = 6.8000e- ' 0.0110 ' 7.8400e- * 2.0000e- * 5.7000e- * 1.8000e- ' 7.6000e- * 1.6000e- ' 1.7000e- *+ 3.2000e- # 0.0000 : 22818 + 2.2818 ' 2.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 2.2822
o004 . 003 , 005 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 , 004 . : V005 . :
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 6.1000e- ! 8.9000e- ! 9.2700e- ! 2.0000e- ' 1.5000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.5100e- * 4.0000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.1000e- § 0.0000 : 14533 + 14533 ' 80000e- + 0.0000 ! 1.4550
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 :
Total 1.2900e- | 0.0119 0.0171 | 4.0000e- | 2.0700e- | 1.9000e- | 2.2700e- | 5.6000e- | 1.8000e- | 7.3000e- | 0.0000 3.7351 3.7351 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 3.7372
003 005 003 004 003 004 004 004 004
3.3 Grading - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust = ' ' ' ' 00911 ' 00000 ! 00911 ' 00497 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0497 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] - :
Off-Road 0.0413 1 04389 1 0.2818 1 2.8000e- * v 0.0239 1 0.0239 1 ' 0.0220 + 0.0220 0.0000 ' 26.8490 1 26.8490 ' 8.0200e- + 0.0000 * 27.0174
. . y 004 ) . . . . . : . y 003 | .
Total 0.0413 0.4389 0.2818 | 2.8000e- | 0.0911 0.0239 0.1151 0.0497 0.0220 0.0718 0.0000 | 26.8490 | 26.8490 | 8.0200e- | 0.0000 | 27.0174
004 003
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ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20O CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ey : ey ey : ——— - B R : e
! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ey : f———————y fm———————— : ———-mm-aa- B oy : T
Worker 7.1000e- ! 1.0500e- * 0.0109 ! 2.0000e- * 1.7600e- * 2.0000e- ! 1.7700e- + 4.7000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.8000e- 0.0000 + 1.7035 ' 1.7035 ! 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 1.7055
w 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 004 :
Total 7.1000e- | 1.0500e- 0.0109 2.0000e- | 1.7600e- | 2.0000e- | 1.7700e- | 4.7000e- | 1.0000e- 4.8000e- 0.0000 1.7035 1.7035 1.0000e- 0.0000 1.7055
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust " : : : : 0.0355 : 0.0000 : 0.0355 : 0.0194 : 0.0000 : 0.0194 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
---------------- : ey : ey f———————— : ————m e R : rm=---
Off-Road 0.0413 '+ 0.4389 + 0.2818 ' 2.8000e- * v 0.0239 + 0.0239 v 0.0220 + 0.0220 0.0000 * 26.8490 + 26.8490 ' 8.0200e- * 0.0000 + 27.0173
' : \ 004 . : : : ' : : : \ 003 . :
Total 0.0413 0.4389 0.2818 2.8000e- 0.0355 0.0239 0.0595 0.0194 0.0220 0.0414 0.0000 26.8490 26.8490 8.0200e- 0.0000 27.0173
004 003
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 7.1000e- ! 1.0500e- * 0.0109 ! 2.0000e- ! 1.7600e- ' 2.0000e- ! 1.7700e- * 4.7000e- ! 1.0000e- * 4.8000e- § 0.0000 : 1.7035 + 17035 ' 1.0000e- + 0.0000 ! 1.7055
o 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 004 .
Total 7.1000e- | 1.0500e- | 0.0109 | 2.0000e- | 1.7600e- | 2.0000e- | 1.7700e- | 4.7000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.8000e- | 0.0000 1.7035 1.7035 | 1.0000e- | 0.0000 1.7055
004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 004
3.4 Building Construction - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 03312 ' 19839 ' 1.3804 ! 20200e- ! ' 01366 ! 0.1366 ! v 0.1320 + 0.1320 0.0000 1715645 1 1715645 ! 0.0396 ' 0.0000 ! 172.3955
- . . v 003 : ' . ' . . : ' : .
Total 0.3312 1.9839 1.3804 | 2.0200e- 0.1366 0.1366 0.1320 0.1320 0.0000 | 171.5645 | 171.5645 | 0.0396 0.0000 | 172.3955

003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : . . : ——— e eeaaa] R — :
Vendor ! 01223 ' 0.1497 ! 2.6000e- ' 7.3600e- ! 2.0600e- ! 9.4100e- ' 2.1000e- ! 1.8900e- ! 3.9900e- § 0.0000 : 23.8356 * 23.8356 ! 1.9000e- * 0.0000 ! 23.8396
, : , 004 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . : \ 004 :
----------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] . :
Worker ' 0.0163 ' 0.1688 1 3.4000e- * 0.0273 '+ 2.4000e- ' 0.0275 ' 7.2400e- ' 2.2000e- '+ 7.4600e- % 0.0000 '+ 26.4463 1 26.4463 1 1.4900e- + 0.0000 * 26.4776
. : \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 :
Total 0.0231 0.1386 0.3185 | 6.0000e- | 0.0346 | 2.3000e- | 0.0369 | 9.3400e- | 2.1100e- | 0.0115 0.0000 | 50.2818 | 50.2818 | 1.6800e- | 0.0000 | 50.3172
004 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 03312 ' 19839 ' 1.3804 ! 20200e- ! v 0.1366 1 0.1366 1 v 0.1320 + 0.1320 0.0000 1715643 1 1715643 ! 0.0396 ' 0.0000 ! 172.3953
- ' : v 003 . ' . ' : . : ' : .
Total 0.3312 1.9839 1.3804 | 2.0200e- 0.1366 0.1366 0.1320 0.1320 0.0000 | 171.5643 | 171.5643 | 0.0396 0.0000 | 172.3953

003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : i ——————y f———————ny : ——— e f———————ny : Fm=---
Vendor ! 01223 ' 0.1497 ! 2.6000e- ! 7.3600e- ! 2.0600e- ! 9.4100e- ' 2.1000e- ! 1.8900e- ! 3.9900e- § 0.0000 : 23.8356 ! 23.8356 ! 1.9000e- ! 0.0000 ' 23.8396
, : , 004 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . . \ 004 :
----------- : ey : i ——————y f———————y : ——— e i ——————y : e
Worker ' 00163 ' 0.1688 1 3.4000e- + 0.0273 + 2.4000e- ' 0.0275 + 7.2400e- ' 2.2000e- ' 7.4600e- # 0.0000 + 26.4463 ' 26.4463 ' 1.4900e- * 0.0000 ' 26.4776
. : \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . . \ 003 .
Total 0.0231 0.1386 0.3185 | 6.0000e- | 0.0346 | 2.3000e- | 0.0369 | 9.3400e- | 2.1100e- | o0.0115 0.0000 | 50.2818 | 50.2818 | 1.6800e- | 0.0000 | 50.3172
004 003 003 003 003
3.4 Building Construction - 2016
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 0.2765 ' 17259 1+ 12354 1 1.8400e- ! 101147 1 01147 v 01107 + 0.1107 0.0000 @ 1559843 + 155.9843 1 0.0343 ' 0.0000 * 156.7043
- , : v 003 : , : , : . : , : .
Total 0.2765 1.7259 1.2354 | 1.8400e- 0.1147 0.1147 0.1107 0.1107 0.0000 | 155.9843 | 155.9843 | 0.0343 0.0000 | 156.7043

003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : . : . . : ——— e eeaaa] . :
Vendor 9.6900e- ! 0.0986 ! 0.1271 ! 2.4000e- ! 6.7200e- ' 1.5600e- ! 8.2800e- ' 1.9200e- ! 1.4300e- * 3.3500e- § 0.0000 @ 21.5229 + 21.5229 ! 1.6000e- + 0.0000 ! 215261
003 : , 004 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . : \ 004 :
---------------- : - : . . : ——— e e eaan] R :
Worker 9.1200e- ! 0.0134 ! 0.1392 ! 3.1000e- ' 00249 ' 2.1000e- ! 00251 ! 6.6100e- ! 1.9000e- ' 6.8000e- § 0.0000 @ 23.3122 + 23.3122 ! 1.2600e- + 0.0000 ! 23.3386
o003 : \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 :
Total 0.0188 0.1120 0.2663 | 5.5000e- | 0.0316 | 1.7700e- | 0.0334 | 8.5300e- | 1.6200e- | 0.0102 0.0000 | 44.8351 | 44.8351 | 1.4200e- | 0.0000 | 44.8647
004 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road 02765 ' 17259 1+ 12354 ! 18400e- ! v 0.1147 1 0.1147 v 0.1107 + 0.1107 0.0000 ' 1559841 1 155.9841 ! 0.0343 ' 0.0000 ! 156.7041
- ' : v 003 . ' . ' . . : , : .
Total 0.2765 1.7259 1.2354 | 1.8400e- 0.1147 0.1147 0.1107 0.1107 0.0000 | 155.9841 | 155.9841 | 0.0343 0.0000 | 156.7041

003
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ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : ey : -y ey : ——— e R : e
Vendor 9.6900e- ! 00986 ! 0.1271 ! 2.4000e- ! 6.7200e- ! 1.5600e- ! 8.2800¢- ! 1.9200e- ! 1.4300e- ' 3.3500e- § 0.0000 @ 21.5229 ' 215229 ! 1.6000e- ! 0.0000 ! 215261
003 : , 004 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 , 003 . : \ 004 :
---------------- : ey : fm———————y iy : ——— e iy : Fm=---
Worker 9.1200e- ! 00134 ' 01392 ! 3.1000e- ! 00249 ! 21000e- ! 0.0251 ! 6.6100e- ! 1.9000e- ' 6.8000e- § 0.0000 @ 23.3122 ' 233122 ! 1.2600e- ! 0.0000 ' 23.3386
o003 : \ 004 V004, , 003 , 004 , 003 . : \ 003 :
Total 0.0188 0.1120 0.2663 | 5.5000e- | 0.0316 | 1.7700e- | 0.0334 | 8.5300e- | 1.6200e- | 0.0102 0.0000 | 44.8351 | 44.8351 | 1.4200e- | 0.0000 | 44.8647
004 003 003 003 003
3.5 Paving - 2015
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road v 01387 1+ 0.0871 1+ 1.3000e- + ' 8.4700e- 1 8.4700e- + ' 7.8000e- + 7.8000e- % 0.0000 @ 11.9145 » 11.9145 s 3.4900e- + 0.0000 * 11.9878
. . \ 004 ) \ 003 ; 003 \ 003 . 003 : : y 003 | .
: ———————g ] ———————g ———————g - ———m e H ———————g ] rem -
Paving ' ' ' ' ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 100000 * 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 00000 ! 0.000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0133 0.1387 0.0871 | 1.3000e- 8.4700e- | 8.4700e- 7.8000e- | 7.8000e- | 0.0000 | 11.9145 | 11.9145 | 3.4900e- | 0.0000 | 11.9878
004 003 003 003 003 003
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: . : . . : I H - : LT
Worker 5.5000e- ! 8.1000e- ! 8.3900e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.3500e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.3700e- * 3.6000e- ! 1.0000e- * 3.7000e- § 0.0000 : 13149 + 13149 ' 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 13164
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 :
Total 5.5000e- | 8.1000e- | 8.3900e- | 2.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3700e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- | 0.0000 1.3149 1.3149 | 7.0000e- | 0.0000 1.3164
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road v 0.1387 + 0.0871 1+ 1.3000e- * ' 8.4700e- 1 8.4700e- 1 " 7.8000e- * 7.8000e- & 0.0000 + 11.9145 + 11.9145 1 3.4900e- + 0.0000 ' 11.9878
: : \ 004 ) \ 003 ; 003 \ 003 . 003 : . y 003 | .
: ——————q : - ——————q : ———eeeaan H - : Femmaman
Paving ' ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ' 00000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
Total 0.0133 0.1387 0.0871 | 1.3000e- 8.4700e- | 8.4700e- 7.8000e- | 7.8000e- | 0.0000 | 11.9145 | 11.9145 | 3.4900e- | 0.0000 | 11.9878
004 003 003 003 003 003




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2013.2.2

3.5 Paving - 2015

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

Page 19 of 33

Date: 11/25/2013 3:48 PM

ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
---------------- : . : . . : ——— e e eaan] - :
Worker 5.5000e- ! 8.1000e- ! 8.3900e- ! 2.0000e- ! 1.3500e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.3700e- * 3.6000e- ! 1.0000e- * 3.7000e- § 0.0000 : 13149 + 13149 ' 7.0000e- + 0.0000 ' 13164
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 003 , ©00O5 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 .
Total 5.5000e- | 8.1000e- | 8.3900e- | 2.0000e- | 1.3500e- | 1.0000e- | 1.3700e- | 3.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 3.7000e- | 0.0000 1.3149 1.3149 | 7.0000e- | 0.0000 1.3164
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
3.6 Architectural Coating - 2016
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 1] 1]
----------- R —— : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] R —— :
Off-Road 0.0427 1+ 0.0339 '+ 5.0000e- * ' 3.5400e- 1 3.5400e- 1 ' 3.5400e- * 3.5400e- & 0.0000 + 4.5959 + 4.5959 1 5.4000e- + 0.0000 ' 4.6072
: v 005 | , 003 ; 003 , , 003 . 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.0427 0.0339 | 5.0000e- 3.5400e- | 3.5400e- 3.5400e- | 3.5400e- | 0.0000 45959 45959 | 5.4000e- | 0.0000 4.6072
005 003 003 003 003 004
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ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : - : R —— R —— : ——— e eeaan] R —— :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: . : . ——————q : I H - : LT
Worker 3.6000e- ! 5.3000e- ! 5.5200e- ! 1.0000e- ' 9.9000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.0000e- * 2.6000e- ! 1.0000e- * 2.7000e- § 0.0000 : 09251 + 09251 ! 50000e- + 0.0000 ! 0.9261
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . : \ 005 :
Total 3.6000e- | 5.3000e- | 5.5200e- | 1.0000e- | 9.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.7000e- | 0.0000 0.9251 0.9251 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 0.9261
004 004 003 005 004 005 003 004 005 004 005
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating ' ' ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- R —— : - ——————q : ———meeaaa] R —— :
Off-Road 0.0427 1+ 0.0339 '+ 5.0000e- * ' 3.5400e- 1 3.5400e- 1 ' 3.5400e- * 3.5400e- & 0.0000 + 4.5959 + 4.5959 1 5.4000e- + 0.0000 ' 4.6072
: v 005 | , 003 ; 003 , \ 003 . 003 . : \ 004 .
Total 0.0427 0.0339 | 5.0000e- 3.5400e- | 3.5400e- 3.5400e- | 3.5400e- | 0.0000 45959 45959 | 5.4000e- | 0.0000 4.6072
005 003 003 003 003 004
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3.6 Architectural Coating - 2016
Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total cO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : . ———————n :
' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.000 ' 0.0000 *: 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e : ———————n : LT
Worker 3.6000e- ! 5.3000e- ! 5.5200e- ! 1.0000e- ' 9.9000e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.0000e- * 2.6000e- ! 1.0000e- * 2.7000e- § 0.0000 : 09251 + 09251 ! 50000e- + 0.0000 ! 0.9261
- 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 , 004 . . \ 005 .
Total 3.6000e- | 5.3000e- | 5.5200e- | 1.0000e- | 9.9000e- | 1.0000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.6000e- | 1.0000e- | 2.7000e- | 0.0000 0.9251 0.9251 | 5.0000e- | 0.0000 0.9261
004 004 003 005 004 005 003 004 005 004 005
4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile
ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated ' 17.1912 1 00355 ' 23722 ' 00534 ! 24256 ' 0.6348 ! 00492 ' 0.6840 0.0000 !2,746.422 127464221 0.1126 ' 0.0000 ! 2,748.786
1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] 3 [} 3 1 [} L] 3
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
----------- S e e e e e M e S e M e g MR R mm m e e e e e = = om o= m
Unmitigated 17.1912 + 0.0355 2.3722 0.0534 2.4256 0.6348 0.0492 0.6840 0.0000 *2,746.422 1 2,746.422+ 0.1126 0.0000  2,748.786

.3

- -
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4.2 Trip Summary Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Automobile Care Center . 8.75 ' 8.75 8.75 . 11,721 . 11,721
General Office Building . . , . 446,145
R R EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R EEE R R e mm e mm e b e m e e m A e
Quiality Restaurant ; 28.31 ' 28.31 28.31 . 40,309 . 40,309
Racquet Club ; 45.76 ' 45.76 45.76 . 93,316 . 93,316
Regional Shopping Center M 1,666.07 ' 1,938.84 979.31 . 3,475,538 . 3,475,538
Supermarket M 1,390.46 ! 2,415.22 2263.58 . 2,192,419 . 2,192,419
Total | 332213 4,476.23 3,341.99 | 6,259,448 | 6,259,448
4.3 Trip Type Information
Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW JH-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Automobile Care Center ' 16.60 : 8.40 : 6.90 . 3300 : 4800 ! 19.00 . 21 . 51 . 28
EEEEsEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEe-m-e—————— ————————— Fmmmmmma- . Femmmmmmaaa- A Fesememmmmmaeaaaa-
General Office Building  * 1660 ' 840 ' 690  + 3300 1 4800 1 1000 + 77 = 19 = 4
Quality Restaurant v771660 1 840 1 690 1 1200 1 6900 1 1900 i 38 T - R
EEsEssEEEEsEEEEEEEEEEEEpe-mm—————— m—————— Frmmmmaa- . Femmmemnan- A Formmmmemmma -
Racquet Club T 1660 1 840 : 690 : 1150 ! 6950 | 1900 i 52 1 39 & 9
Regional Shopping Center 1660} 840 1 690  : 1630 ! 6470 | 1900 i 54 - T
EEsEmsEEEEsEEEESEEEEEEEpmeme-==-n- remm——an Fmmmmma ‘- - et Femmmmmnana- A Fommmmmemmma -
Supermarket . 16.60 ! 8.40 ! 6.90 = 650 * 7450 19.00 . 34 . 30 . 36
tbA | wri | wr2 | wmov | wo1 | o2 | wmep | meD | oBus | usus | wmcy | sBus | MH
0.512163= 0.060173' 0.180257' 0.139094' 0.042244* 0.006664' 0.016017' 0.031880' 0.001940' 0.002497* 0.004356' 0.000592* 0.002122

%9 Gner gy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N
5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy

Install High Efficiency Lighting
Install Energy Efficient Appliances
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ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Electricity - ' ' ' ' v 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 0.0000 1 527.5362 » 527.5362 + 0.0243 ' 5.0200e- * 529.6008
Miigated %, : : : : : : : : : : : : L 003 |
___________ ::______ 1 ] ————a ] ] ————a ' ————a [ R S — ' ————a [ e
Electricity = ' ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ v 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000  532.1130 » 532.1130 * 0.0245 1 5.0600e- * 534.1955
UI"ImItI ated L 1] 1 L} 1 L} L} 1 L} 1 L} L] L} 1 L} 003 L}
g n ] ' ] ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' '
----------- n———————n ———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————n - F=mm
NaturalGas = (0.0157 v 0.1428  0.1199 ' 8.6000e- v 0.0109 * 0.0109 '+ 0.0109 + 0.0109 0.0000 ' 155.4065 » 155.4065 * 2.9800e- * 2.8500e- * 156.3523
Mitigated ~ m : : \ 004 . : : : ' : : : i 003 , 003 .
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
----------- [ = e e e M S e M e R e e e M e g W R R R E E m e g = = omom o=
NaturalGas = (0.0157 + 0.1428 +* 0.1199 ' 8.6000e- * + 0.0109 +* 0.0109 '+ 0.0109 + 0.0109 = 0.0000 r 155.4065 * 155.4065 * 2.9800e- * 2.8500e- ' 156.3523
Unmitigated  m . : . 004 . . . . : : . : . . 003 , 003 .
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
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Unmitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tonsl/yr MTl/yr
Quality + 2.3068e : 0.0124 + 01131 '+ 0.0950 ' 6.8000e- * 1 8.5900e- ' 8.5900e- ! 1 85900e- ' 8.5900e- # 0.0000 + 123.0996 1 123.0996 ' 2.3600e- ' 2.2600e- ' 123.8487
Restaurant . +006 it : : \ 004 V003 . 003 v 003 . 003 . . v 003 + 003
----------- I : . ——————q : ——————q : B L T ——— : . LT
RacquetClub + 37620 & 2.0000e- * 1.8400e- + 1.5500e- ! 1.0000e- * ! 1.4000e- ! 1.4000e- ! ! 1.4000e- ' 14000e- § 00000 : 20076 ' 20076 ' 4.0000e- * 4.0000e- ! 2.0198
. o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 \ 004 , 004 , V004 , 004 . . \ 005 . 005
----------- R : . ——————q : ——————q : B L T —— : S LT
Regional ' 65960 & 3.6000e- ! 3.2300e- ! 2.7200e- ! 2.0000e- ! ! 2.5000e- ! 2.5000e- ! ! 25000e- ' 2.5000e- § 0.0000 @ 35199 ! 3.5199 ! 7.0000e- * 6.0000e- ! 3.5413
Shopping Center o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 ., 004 , 004 , \ 004 , 004 . . . 005 , 005 ,

' N [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ ' [ [ [ [
----------- L ) T " ————— " —_————— T " —_————— T k=== m e e e —————— T " —————— = === ==
Supermarket * 307224 & 16600e- ' 0.0151 ' 0.0127 ! 9.0000e- ! 1 1.1400e- + 1.1400e- 1 ' 1.1400e- + 1.1400e- % 0.0000 + 16.3946 1 16.3946 ® 3.1000e- * 3.0000e- ' 16.4944

. o003 , v 005 \ 003 , 003 ., v 003 , 003 . . v 004 . 004
----------- I : . ——————q : ——————q : B L T — : . LT
Automobile Care + 13167 & 7.0000e- * 6.5000e- * 5.4000e- ! 0.0000 ! 5.0000e- ! 5.0000e- ! ! 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- § 0.0000 : 07026 ' 0.7026 ‘' 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- ! 0.7069

Center . & 005 , 004 , 004 , : , 005 , 005 , \ 005 , 005 . . \ 005 . 005
----------- R : . ——————q : ——————q : B L T —— : S T ILE
General Office 1 181438 & 9.8000e- ! 8.8900e- ! 7.4700e- ! 5.0000e- ! ' 6.8000e- ' 6.8000e- 1 ' 6.8000e- ' 6.8000e- # 0.0000 * 9.6822 1 9.6822 1 1.9000e- ' 1.8000e- ' 9.7412
Building # 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 \ 004 . 004 , \ 004 . 004 . . v 004 + 004
[
Total 0.0157 0.1428 0.1199 | 8.5000e- 0.0109 0.0109 0.0109 0.0109 0.0000 | 155.4065 | 155.4065 | 2.9800e- | 2.8500e- | 156.3523
004 003 003
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5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
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Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Land Use kBTU/yr tonsl/yr MTl/yr
RacquetClub * 37620 & 2.0000e- ' 1.8400e- * 1.5500e- ' 1.0000e- * 1 1.4000e- ' 1.4000e- 1 ' 1.4000e- * 1.4000e- # 0.0000 :* 2.0076 1 2.0076 + 4.0000e- ' 4.0000e- ' 2.0198
: # 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 , 004 ., 004 , \ 004 . 004 . . v 005 i 005
----------- I ] ———————g ———————g ] ———————g - LT er——. ] R
Regional ' 65960 & 3.6000e- ! 3.2300e- ! 2.7200e- ! 2.0000e- ! ! 2.5000e- ' 2.5000e- ! ! 25000e- ' 2.5000e- § 0.0000 @ 35199 ! 35199 1 7.0000e- ! 6.0000e- ! 3.5413
Shopping Center o 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 . 004 , 004 , \ 004 004 . . . 005 , 005 ,

' N [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ ' [ [ [ [
----------- L ) T =y = ———————y T = ———————y T k=== m e e e —————— T |y = = ===
Supermarket * 307224 & 16600e- ' 0.0151 ' 0.0127 ! 9.0000e- ! ! 1.1400e- ' 1.1400e- ! ! 1.1400e- ' 1.1400e- § 0.0000 @ 16.3946 ! 16.3946 ! 3.1000e- ! 3.0000e- ! 16.4944

. o 003 : \ 005 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . ' , 004 ., 004 ,
----------- I ] ———————g ———————g ] ———————g - LT r— ] R T
Automobile Care + 13167 & 7.0000e- * 6.5000e- ' 5.4000e- ' 0.0000 * ' 50000e- ' 5.0000e- ! ' 50000e- ' 5.0000e- # 0.0000 : 07026 1 0.7026 + 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- ' 0.7069

Center . o 005 , 004 , 004 , \ 005 , 005 v 005 , 005 . . v 005 . 005
----------- — ] ———————g ———————g ] ———————g - LT er—— ] .
General Office 1 181438 & 9.8000e- ! 8.8900e- ! 7.4700e- ! 5.0000e- ! ' 6.8000e- ' 6.8000e- ! ' 6.8000e- ' 6.8000e- % 0.0000 :* 9.6822 1 9.6822 1 1.9000e- ' 1.8000e- ' 9.7412
Building . # 004 , 003 , 003 , 005 \ 004 . 004 , \ 004 . 004 . . v 004 + 004
----------- — ] ———————g ———————g ] ———————g - L T e —. ] R
Quality 1 2.3068e & 00124 ' 01131 ! 00950 ! 6.8000e- ! ! 8.5900e- ! 8.5900e- ! ! 8.5900e- ! 8.5900e- § 0.0000 @ 123.0996 ! 123.0996 ! 2.3600e- ! 2.2600e- ! 123.8487
Restaurant . +006 i : : \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . ' , 003 . 003 ,
[
Total 0.0157 0.1428 0.1199 | 8.5000e- 0.0109 0.0109 0.0109 0.0109 0.0000 | 155.4065 | 155.4065 | 2.9800e- | 2.8500e- | 156.3523
004 003 003
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Unmitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MTlyr
Automobile Care * 8435 & 24138 1 1.1000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 24233
Center . o v 004 . 005
----------- I : - ——
General Office 1 241198 & 69.0229 ! 3.1700e- ! 6.6000e- ! 69.2930
Building . i v 003 , 004
----------- R : S
Quality ' 464409 & 132.8985 ! 6.1100e- ! 1.2600e- ! 133.4186
Restaurant | i i 003 , 003
' I [ [ [
----------- Ll |} T " ——————p == === =
RacquetClub + 24100 % 6.8966 ! 3.2000e- * 7.0000e- ! 6.9236
. i v 004 i 005
----------- I : S
Regional ' 588506 & 168.4367 ! 7.7400e- ! 1.6000e- ! 169.0959
Shopping Center } o v 003 . 003
' I [ [ [
----------- Lttt |} T " ——————p === ===
Supermarket + 532712 & 152.4445 + 7.0100e- + 1.4500e- ' 153.0411
. i {003 , 003
[N
Total 532.1130 | 0.0245 | 5.0600e- | 534.1955

003
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5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MTlyr
Automobile Care * 8435 & 24138 1 1.1000e- ! 2.0000e- ! 24233
Center . o v 004 . 005
----------- I : - ——
General Office 1 241198 & 69.0229 ! 3.1700e- ! 6.6000e- ! 69.2930
Building . i v 003 , 004
----------- R : -
Quality ' 448416 & 128.3217 ! 5.9000e- ! 1.2200e- ! 128.8239
Restaurant | i i 003 , 003 ,
' I [ [ [
----------- Ll |} T " ——————p == === =
RacquetClub + 24100 % 6.8966 ! 3.2000e- * 7.0000e- ! 6.9236
. i v 004 i 005
----------- I : -
Regional ' 588596 & 168.4367 ! 7.7400e- ! 1.6000e- ! 169.0959
Shopping Center ; i v 003 , 003 ,
' I [ [ [
----------- Lttt |} T " ——————p === ===
Supermarket + 532712 & 152.4445 + 7.0100e- + 1.4500e- ' 153.0411
. i {003 , 003
[N
Total 527.5362 | 0.0243 | 5.0200e- | 529.6007
003

6.0 Area Detalil

Page 27 of 33
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6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

Use Low VOC Paint - Residential Interior

Use Low VOC Paint - Residential Exterior

Use Low VOC Paint - Non-Residential Interior

Use Low VOC Paint - Non-Residential Exterior

Use Low VOC Cleaning Supplies
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ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tonsl/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 03895 + 1.0000e- + 1.0600e- + 0.0000 + '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 2.0300e- ' 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 2.1400e-
- i 005 , 003 . ' : : ' : P 003 , 003 , 005 \ 003
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
semmsmsmesee- g—————— e ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— -, ————— _—————— -, ————— e —m—— == === e —— - ————— -, ————— e m e m—p = ===
Unmitigated = 0.3895  1.0000e- * 1.0600e- * 0.0000 * + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 = 0.0000 + 2.0300e- * 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 * 2.1400e-
- . 005 | 003 . : : : : : . . 003 . 003 ; 005 . 003
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonslyr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.0946 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000 ! 0.0000
Coating  m . : . : ' : : ' : : ' : : '
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : m——k e jmm————eg - fm—————— e
Consumer =m (0.2949 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 - '+ 0.0000 + 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
Products - . . . . . : : . : . . : : .
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - ———————— : m——k e e jmm————eg - fm—————— - - m e
Landscaping = 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- * 1.0600e- * 0.0000 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 2.0300e- * 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ! 2.1400e-
o 004 . 005 , 003 : ' : : ' : . 003 ; 003 , 005 003
- 1
Total 0.3895 1.0000e- | 1.0600e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 2.0300e- | 2.0300e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 2.1400e-
005 003 003 003 005 003
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Mitigated
ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
SubCategory tonsl/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.0946 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000
Coating - . : . . : . . : . . : . . :
----------- H f———————— : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ———— : e ST
Consumer = (0.2049 ! ' ' ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 +* 0.0000 0.0000 +* 0.0000 ! 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000
Products  m : . : : . : : . : . . : : .
----------- H f———————y : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ————— : e
Landscaping = 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- ! 1.0600e- * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 +* 0.0000 0.0000 * 2.0300e- ! 2.0300e- * 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ! 2.1400e-
w 004 , 005 , 003 . ' : : ' : . 003 , 003 . 005 1 003
Total 0.3895 1.0000e- | 1.0600e- 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 2.0300e- | 2.0300e- | 1.0000e- 0.0000 2.1400e-
005 003 003 003 005 003

7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water

Install Low Flow Bathroom Faucet

Install Low Flow Kitchen Faucet

Install Low Flow Toilet

Install Low Flow Shower
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Total CO2 | CH4 N20 CO2e
Category MT/yr
Mitigated = 47.0623 '+ 0.2807 ' 6.9900e- * 55.1233
- L] 1 003 L]
- 1] 1 1]
----------- T e I
Unmitigated = 557071 + 0.3507 + 8.7200e- '+ 65.7766
- . » 003 .
7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated
Indoor/Outj| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Automobile Care 10.0658568 # 0.3946 ' 2.1600e- ! 5.0000e- ' 0.4569
Center v o , 003 , 005 .
___________ :_r\_n_ADEc_’.)_Ql: e : ..
General Office 12.95038/ & 17.6788 1 0.0969 ! 2.4300e- ! 20.4670
Building , 1.8083 : \ 003 .
' [N [ [ [
----------- Femm————— g e oy mmmme-—
Quality 13.00498/ & 127603 1 0.0985 ! 2.4200e- ! 155795
Restaurant  , 0.191807 & : v 003
' [N [ [ [
----------- e —————— g e oy mmmmma-—-
Racquet Club 10.118286 /& 0.7088 ' 3.8900e- ' 1.0000e- * 0.8206
10.0724981 4 , 003 , 004
' [N [ [ [
Regional  12.87401/ b 17.2212 + 00944 1 23700e- ! 19.9372
Shopping Center ; 1.76149 & : \ 003 .,

' [N [ [ [
----------- Fem———— g e oy mmmmm-—
Supermarket 1167645/ & 6.9435 1 0.0549 ! 1.3500e- * 85156

10.0518489 4 : v 003 .
[ [
Total 557072 | 0.3507 | 8.7200e- | 65.7766

003
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7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated
Indoor/Out}| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr
Automobile Care 10.0526854 & 0.3414 1 1.7300e- ' 4.0000e- * 0.3912
Center . / o v 003 , 005 .
----------- nnneaeeh ey Fmmmn
General Office + 2.3603/ & 152929 + 00776 ! 1.9500e- ! 17.5267
Building , 18083 . \ 003
' N [ [ [
------------- m U ————— Ll
Quality 1240399/ & 103302 ' 00788 ! 1.9400e- ' 12.5848
Restaurant  ; 0.191807 4 . \ 003
' N [ [ [
----------- - " —————— === ===
Racquet Club  10.094629 /4 0.6131 ! 3.1100e- ' 8.0000e- * 0.7027
10.0724981;. v 003 , 005 .
' N [ [ [
----------- Fem———— " —————— F === ===
Regional 1229921/ & 14.8970 * 00756 ' 1.9000e- ! 17.0730
Shopping Center } 1.76149 i . \ 003
' N [ [ [
----------- Fem———— " = === ===
Supermarket +1.34116/ & 55877 ! 00439 ! 1.0800e- ! 6.8449
10.0518489;: : \ 003
[N
Total 47.0623 | 0.2807 | 6.9900e- | 55.1233
003

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste

Institute Recycling and Composting Services
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Category/Year

Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
MT/yr
Mitigated ~ = 253300 ! 14970 ! 0.000 ! 56.7662
- 1] 1 1]
----- L
Unmitigated = 31.6625 ' 1.8712 * 00000 ! 70.9578
8.2 Waste by Land Use
Unmitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Automobile Care +  2.67 & 05420 * 00320 ! 00000 @ 1.2146
Center ' o . . .
----------- I ———————g Femmmm-
General Office ' 15.44 & 31342 + 01852 ' 00000 ' 7.0239
Building i . . .
----------- I ———————g Femmmm—-
Quality '+ 903 & 18330 : 01083 ' 00000 @ 4.1079
Restaurant : l: : : :
----------- I ———————g Femmmm—
RacquetClub * 114 & 23141 + 01368 ! 00000 @ 5.1860
. H . . .
----------- Fem———— g e oy mmmme-—
Regional ~ + 4074 & 82699 + 04887 ' 00000 ' 185333
Shopping Center ; i . . .
' [N [ [ [
Supermarket 767 & 155694 * 09201 ! 0.0000 ! 34.8920
;& - - :
Total 31.6625 | 1.8712 | 0.0000 | 70.9578
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8.2 Waste by Land Use

Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Automobile Care + 2.136 :- 0.4336 * 0.0256 ' 0.0000 * 0.9717
Center . i : : .
----------- A ———————n Fmmmma
General Office + 12.352 :- 25073 * 0.1482 ' 0.0000 ' 5.6191
Building i : : :
----------- A ———————— Fmmmma
Quality v 7.224 :- 1.4664 1+ 0.0867 ' 0.0000 * 3.2863
Restaurant | i . : .
----------- A ———————— R L
Racquet Club ! 9.12 :: 1.8513 ! 0.1094 ! 0.0000 ! 4.1488
' 'Y [ ] '
----------- A ———————n R R
Regional v 32.592 :- 6.6159 '+ 0.3910 ' 0.0000 '+ 14.8266
Shopping Center | i : . .
----------- A f———————— Fmmmmma
Supermarket ! 61.36 :: 12.4555 ! 0.7361 ! 0.0000 ! 27.9136
' 'Y [ ] '
[N
Total 25.3300 1.4970 0.0000 56.7662
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Vegetation
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Parcel 44 Existing
South Coast Air Basin, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
General Office Building . 4.20 . 1000sqft ! 0.10 ! 4,200.00 0
""""" RacquetCIub'llo10005qft0031100000
777 Automobile Care Center '16010005qft004160000 """" o
""" Regional Shopping Genter &~ TTTTTTTT g T 1000sqft H 0.18 7,900.00 N

1.2 Other Project Characteristics

Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 2.2 Precipitation Freq (Days) 31

Climate Zone 11 Operational Year 2013
Utility Company Southern California Edison

CO2 Intensity 630.89 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWHhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data

Project Characteristics -
Land Use -
Vehicle Trips - Trips for auto care and raquet club modified to match modified to trips estimated for proposed project.

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value

tblProjectCharacteristics . OperationalYear 2014 ' 2013
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2.0 Emissions Summary
2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)
Unmitigated Construction
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2014 E: 69.0494 : 15.0904: 9.6469 : 0.0137 : 0.8645 : 1.0384 : 1.7960 : 0.4434 : 0.9553 : 1.3347 0.0000 :1,334.536:1,334.536: 0.3599 : 0.0000 :1,342.094
L 1] 1] 1 1] [} 1 [} [} 1 [} L] 1 1 l [} [} L} 3
- 1
Total 69.0494 15.0904 9.6469 0.0137 0.8645 1.0384 1.7960 0.4434 0.9553 1.3347 0.0000 1,334.536 | 1,334.536 0.3599 0.0000 1,342.094
1 1 3
Mitigated Construction
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitive | Exhaust | PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| cCH4 N20 CcO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2014 » 69.0494 ' 150904 ' 9.6469 ' 00137 ' 08645 ' 10384 ' 17960 ! 04434 ! 09553 ' 13347 0.0000 :1,334.536 1334536 ' 03599 ! 0.0000 !1,342.094
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] L] 1 1 1 1] 1] 1 3
Total 69.0494 | 15.0004 | 9.6469 | 00137 | 08645 | 1.0384 | 17960 | 0.4434 | 0.9553 1.3347 0.0000 |1,334.536|1,334.536 | 0.3599 | 0.0000 |1,342.094
1 1 3
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ROG NOx co S0O2 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 [ Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 0.3872 1 2.0000e- ' 1.6000e- + 0.0000 * 1 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- ' 1.0000e- * 1.0000e- + 3.2400e- 1 3.2400e- + 1.0000e- * ' 3.4500e-
- , 005 , 003 : , 005 , 005 , \ 005 . 005 " 003 , 003 , 005 \ 003
----------- H ey : f———————— : f———————— : ———g e el ————— : T
Energy = 3.2500e- 1 0.0296 ! 0.0249 ' 1.8000e- ! ! 2.2500e- ' 2.2500e- ! ! 2.2500e- ! 2.2500e- 1 354949 ! 354949 1 6.8000e- ! 6.5000e- ! 35.7109
n 003 , , \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 ., 003 . ' , 004 ., 004 ,
----------- H oy : R : R : ———g el ———— : e —————
Mobile = 24604 1 54225 1 237069 ' 00384 ! 25624 ! 01047 ' 26671 ! 06844 ! 00961 ' 07805 13,629.434 1 3,620.434 1 0.1806 ! ' 3,633.227
- 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 6 1 6 1] 1] 1 5
Total 2.8508 5.4521 | 23.7334 | 0.0386 2.5624 0.1070 2.6694 0.6844 0.0984 0.7828 3,664.932 | 3,664.932 | 0.1813 | 6.5000e- | 3,668.941
7 7 004 9
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 03872 + 2.0000e- + 1.6000e- + 0.0000 + ' 1.0000e- + 1.0000e- 1 ' 1.0000e- + 1.0000e- + 3.2400e- 1 3.2400e- + 1.0000e- + ' 3.4500e-
- , 005 ; 003 : , 005 ., 005 , , 005 . 005 1 003 , 003 , 005 , 003
----------- H ey : f———————— : f———————— - -y S — ] R T
Energy = 3.2500e- + 0.0296 1 0.0249 + 1.8000e- + 1 2.2500e- 1 2.2500e- 1 1 2.2500e- 1 2.2500e- v 35.4949 1 354949 + 6.8000e- + 6.5000e- * 35.7109
o 003 | . V004 ) \ 003 . 003 ., \ 003 . 003 : . \ 004 . 004
----------- H ey : R : ey - - . ] R
Mobile = 24604 1 54225 1 23.7069 + 0.0384 + 25624 1+ 01047 1+ 2.6671 1+ 0.6844 + 0.0961 + 0.7805 1 3,629.434 1 3,629.434+ 0.1806 ' 3,633.227
- : . : : . : : . : R : , 5
- 1
Total 2.8508 5.4521 | 23.7334 | 0.0386 2.5624 0.1070 2.6694 0.6844 0.0984 0.7828 3,664.932 | 3,664.932 | 0.1813 | 6.5000e- | 3,668.941
7 7 004 9
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ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
3.0 Construction Detail
Construction Phase
Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 *Demolition *Demolition :1/1/2014 11/14/2014 ! 5! 10}
2 T fSite Preparation " iite Preparation '"""""!171%72'0'12""' E171%72'0'12""'"E"""'%’E""""'""'i';’ I
3 Srating T ié?;&iﬁé'""""""""!171%72'0'12""' E171'772'0'12""'"E"""'%’E""""'"""z'i’ I
4 FBuiding Conswuction E'BLﬁ&iﬁé'c'o?st'raéu'o'n""""!171'872'0'12""' E37672'611'""'"E"""'%’E""""'"ib'&f;’ I
5 Spaving T TTTTTTTTITTI EEACG\Q"""""""""!37772'611""" E371'372'0'12""'"E"""'%’E""""'""EE’ I
6T Yarehiectural Coating T FArchitectural Coaing teamoiareioisora 5 S

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0.5

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 0

Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 0; Residential Outdoor: 0; Non-Residential Indoor: 22,200; Non-Residential Outdoor:

OffRoad Equipment

7,400 (Architectural Coating — sqft)
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor
Demolition *Concrete/Industrial Saws ! 1 8.00: 81; 0.73
pemoliion FRubber Tred Dozers T T 1.00 S55i T 0.40
pemoliion ::rFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" e 6. 65§ g7 0.37
Site Preparation :'e'r;&e'r; """"""""""" T 8. 65§ AT 0.41
Site Preparation ::rFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" T 8.00 g7 0.37
Gradng 777 Concrete/indusirial Saws T 8.00 BTN 0.73
Gradng 777 FRubber Tred Dozers T T 1.00 S55i T 0.40
Gradng 777 ::rFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" e 6.00 g7 0.37
Building Construction :'c'r;;r?e's """"""""""" T a. 65; Soer T 0.29
Building Construction Fordine T TTTTTTTTTTTT e 6. 65§ Bor TN 0.20
Building Construction ::rFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" e 8.00 g7 0.37
Paving 7 :'cle'm'e'n't and Mortar Mixers s 6. 65§ g 0.56
Paving 7 :io;&ér's """"""""""" T 7. 65; 155 T 0.42
Paving 7 :'Rlaﬂér's """"""""""" T 7. 65§ B0t T 0.38
Paving 7 ::rFe:c-t(;r-s/-L-o-aaér-s7l?:a-1c-k-hzx-a; """" T 7. 65; g7 0.37
A-r-cr-liie-c-tl]r:’:ll- (-Zz)ét-in-g -------------- ;Air Compressors ; 1 6.00; 78 ; ----------- 0 -éié
Trips and VMT
Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip JHauling Trip | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling
Count Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Demolition E 4: 10.005 0.00 0.00E 14.70: 6.QOE 20.00:LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix EHHDT
Site Preparation zr'“““g.aa Y 0.00: 14.7o§' 's.go*i """ 2000iLD_Mix THDT Mix Eﬁﬁb% """
Grading 4?"""1'&66?' T 000! 6.00: 14.7o§' 690! 2000iLD_Mix DT Mix Eﬁﬁb% """
Building Construction + sr“““'g.aa Y R 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix DT Mix Eﬁﬁb% """
Paving 7:%"""1'556 Y R 6.00: 14.7o§' s T 2000iLD_Mix DT Mix Eﬁﬁb% """
Architectural Coating + i To0: 0.00° 500+ 1470 6.90§ 3600110, Mix ot Mk T
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3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction
3.2 Demolition - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOX co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| cCH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 14929 1 124922 ' 88528 ! 00121 ! ' 09304 1 0.9304 ' 08904 ' 0.8904 11,207,246 1 1,207.246 ! 0.2515 11,212.528
- 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} 1] 9 1] 9 1 [} 1] 1
Total 1.4929 | 12.4922 | 8.8528 0.0121 0.9304 0.9304 0.8904 0.8904 1,207.246 | 1,207.246 | 0.2515 1,212.528
9 9 1
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Cco SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
----------- : ey : iy iy : ——— e iy : e
Vendor ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
--------- : R : fm———————y ey : ——— e ey : .
Worker ! 00643 ' 07942 ! 14200e- ' 01118 ! 1.0500e- ! 01128 ' 0.0296 ! 9.6000e- ' 0.0306 1127.2893 ' 127.2893 1 7.2400e- ! 11274413
. ' 003 . 003 ' 004, . . , 003 .
Total 0.0513 0.0643 0.7942 | 1.4200e- | 0.1118 | 1.0500e- | 0.1128 | 0.0296 | 9.6000e- | 0.0306 127.2893 | 127.2893 | 7.2400e- 127.4413
003 003 004 003
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3.2 Demolition - 2014
Mitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 1.4929 ' 124922 ' 88528 ! 00121 ! ' 09304 ! 09304 ! ' 08904 ' 0.8904 0.0000 :1,207.246 1 1,207.246 ! 0.2515 ! 11,212528
:: 1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] : 9 1] 9 1 1] 1]
Total 1.4929 | 12.4922 | 8.8528 0.0121 0.9304 0.9304 0.8904 0.8904 0.0000 | 1,207.246 | 1,207.246 | 0.2515 1,212.528
9 9 1
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 00000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ey : ey ey : ——— e ey :
Vendor ' 00000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 00000 * 0.0000 + 00000 * 00000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : R : R ey : ———— e ey :
Worker ' 00643 1+ 07942 1 1.4200e- + 0.1118 + 1.0500e- ' 0.1128 + 0.0296 1 9.6000e- + 0.0306 1 127.2893 1 127.2893 1 7.2400e- * ' 127.4413
: : , 003 | V003 . \ 004 | . . \ 003 | .
Total 0.0513 0.0643 0.7942 | 1.4200e- | 0.1118 | 1.0500e- | 0.1128 0.0296 | 9.6000e- | 0.0306 127.2893 | 127.2893 | 7.2400e- 127.4413
003 003 004 003
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3.3 Site Preparation - 2014
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
ROG NOXx co S02 Fugitve | Exhaust | PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 |NBio- cO2| Totalco2| CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust ' ' ' ' 05303 ' 00000 ! 05303 ! 00573 ! 00000 ' 00573 ' ' 0.0000 ! ' ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] 1]
: ———————n : ———————n ———————n : e : ———————n : Femmm-n-
! 14.4817 ' 7.3936 ! 9.3700e- ! ' 08920 ! 08920 ! ! 08206 ' 0.8206 ' 9951071 1+ 9951971 ' 0.2941 ! 11,001.373
1 1] 1 003 1] 1] 1 1] 1 1] L] 1] 1 1] O
Total 1.4341 | 14.4817 | 7.3936 | 9.3700e- | 0.5303 0.8920 1.4223 0.0573 0.8206 0.8779 995.1971 | 995.1971 | 0.2941 1,001.373
003 0
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Vendor ' 00000 ' 00000 ! 0.000 ' 00000 : 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ ' 0.0000
1 1] 1 1] 1] 1 [} 1 [} L] [} 1 [} L]
----------- : ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n :
Worker ' 00322 + 03971 1 7.1000e- + 0.0559 + 5.3000e- ' 0.0564 + 0.0148 1 4.8000e- + 0.0153 ' 63.6446 1 63.6446 1 3.6200e- 1 ' 63.7206
: : \ o004 | Vo004 . \ 004 | . . \ 003 | .
Total 0.0257 0.0322 0.3971 | 7.1000e- | 0.0559 | 5.3000e- | 0.0564 0.0148 | 4.8000e- | 0.0153 63.6446 | 63.6446 | 3.6200e- 63.7206
004 004 004 003
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